arXiv:2502.05732v1 [math.RT] 9 Feb 2025

A COBOUNDARY TEMPERLEY-LIEB CATEGORY FOR s5l,-CRYSTALS

MOAAZ ALQADY AND MATEUSZ STROINSKI

ABSTRACT. By considering a suitable renormalization of the Temperley—Lieb category, we study its specialization
to the case ¢ = 0. Unlike the ¢ # 0 case, the obtained monoidal category, 7 Lo(k), is not rigid or braided. We
provide a closed formula for the Jones—Wenzl projectors in 7 Lo (k) and give semisimple bases for its endomorphism
algebras. We explain how to obtain the same basis using the representation theory of finite inverse monoids, via the
associated Mobius inversion. We then describe a coboundary structure on 7 Lo (k) and show that its idempotent
completion is coboundary monoidally equivalent to the category of sla-crystals. This gives a diagrammatic
description of the commutor for sla-crystals defined by Henriques and Kamnitzer and of the resulting action of
the cactus group. We also study fiber functors of 7 Lo (k) and discuss how they differ from the g # 0 case.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Diagrammatically defined algebras and monoidal categories are an increasingly important tool in algebraic and
categorical representation theory. Among the early examples of such structures are the Temperley—Lieb algebras
and Temperley—Lieb categories. They find applications in many different settings, such as knot invariants ([[Ka])
and Soergel bimodules ([E2]), and help formalize connections between the areas in which they arise. However,
perhaps their most important, defining property, is the equivalence

Fund(Uq(sl2)) ~ TL,(k),

between the Temperley—Lieb category T L, (k) and the category of tensor powers of the fundamental representa-
tion of Uy (slz), providing a diagrammatic interpretation of the latter category. In many cases, this interpretation
gives a better understanding of the representation theory of Uy (sl2), and it often greatly facilitates computations.
This is to a large extent because the above equivalence is monoidal, and so the tensor product of Uy (sl)-modules
is captured by horizontal concatenation of diagrams. Finding diagrammatic categories with similar property for
Uy(g) for more general g is an extensively studied problem, initially posed in [Ku], where it was solved for g of
rank 2. It has since been solved in type A in [CKM] and recently also in types C in [BERT] and F' in [SW]. For
ongoing progress in types B and D, see [BW],[BT].

Another fundamental idea in the theory of quantum groups is that of crystal bases, as introduced by Kashiwara
([K1]). For finite-dimensional semisimple g, and finite-dimensional modules over U,(g), crystal bases can be
obtained as a specialization of the canonical bases of [Lu], by setting ¢ = 0. However, in order to make this claim
precise (and well-defined), a certain renormalization needs to be imposed. Working more abstractly, we obtain
the category g—Crys of g-crystals. Crucially, this category is monoidal, and hence can be used to find bases for
tensor products of U,(g)-modules.

In this article, we connect these two aspects of representation theory of quantum groups in the simplest case,
g = sly, by defining a diagrammatic monoidal category 7 Lo(k) which is a specialization of the Temperley—Lieb
category at ¢ = 0. Similarly to the definition of g-crystals, in order to make the specialization claim well-defined,
a renormalization of the Temperley—Lieb category is required. We describe it in detail in Definition 2.15. As
one of our main results, Theorem 4.7, we show that the completion of TLy(k) under direct sums and direct
summands, which we denote by CrysTL, is monoidally equivalent to the category slo—Crys.

We remark that the category 7 Lo(k) we study has been previously considered by Virk in [V], in the context of
an action of sl;—Crys on a graded version of category O for sly, and, much more recently, in the recent work
of Etingof and Penneys ([EP]), where the unusual features of the monoidal structure on 7 Lo(k) are used to
illustrate the necessity of braiding in [EP, Theorem 1.1]; see [EP, Section 3.1] for details.

Beyond an elementary, detailed proof of the monoidal equivalence between CrysTL and sl—Crys, as well as a
sketch of a different argument in Remark 4.8, we give elementary proofs of other structural properties of CrysTL:

(1) In Corollary 3.36, we give a representation-theoretic proof of its semisimplicity.

(2) In Corollary 3.14, we establish a basis theorem for 7 Ly(k), showing that Temperley—Lieb diagrams give
bases for hom-spaces.

(3) In Lemma 3.22, we find a closed formula for its Jones—Wenzl projectors, stated in Definition 3.15.

In the first two cases, the proofs resemble those for the case of generic g, respectively ¢ # 0, but the zigzag
relation for ¢ = 0 implies significant simplifications. In the last case, the formula we obtain for Jones—Wenzl
projectors is both more explicit and simpler in form than those known for g # 0, see [Mo] and [FK].

Additionally, we observe that the endomorphism algebras in T Ly (k) are easily identified as reduced (or contracted)
monoid algebras. We connect this observation to the approach of Smith ([Sm]) to g-crystals via categories enriched
in Set,, the category of pointed sets. We show that the monoids in question are finite inverse monoids, which
allows us to recover our descriptions of both the Jones—Wenzl projectors and of the induced semisimple bases
purely in terms of representation theory of finite inverse monoids, more precisely, in terms of Mdbius inversion
for such monoids (see [St, Chapter 9]).
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While many algebraic and representation-theoretic properties of TLo(k) are as nice, and often easier to derive,
as the (generic) case g # 0, essentially the opposite is true for the monoidal structure of T Ly(k). In particular:

(1) TLo(k) is not rigid (Proposition 3.23);
(2) TLo(k) is not braided (Corollary 4.9).

In fact, the results of [EP] show that (1) implies (2), establishing a connection between the two. We study further
the consequences of these two properties, the former by investigating the fiber functors for CrysTL in Section 5,
and the latter by providing a diagrammatic description of the coboundary category structure on T Lg(k). This
structure extends uniquely to all of CrysTL.

While the category g—Crys does not admit a braiding, perhaps the most interesting categorical structure it
is endowed with is its coboundary structure. A coboundary structure on a monoidal category C consists of a
commutor oa,p : AQ B — B® A, invertible for all A, B in C, natural in both A and B, and such that it defines
an action of the cactus group J, on A®", just like symmetric and braided monoidal categories define actions of
the symmetric groups and braid groups respectively. In [D, Section 3|, Drinfeld gives a construction which, given
a quasitriangular, topologically free Hopf algebra over k[[/]], produces a coboundary Hopf algebra. This yields a
commutor on Rep(Uy,(g)), and, as described in [KT], a commutor on g—Crys. Following an idea of Berenstein,
a more explicit, combinatorial construction of a commutor for g—Crys (which is closely connected to that in
[KT], see there for details), and further also for Rep(Uq(g)), was given by Henriques and Kamnitzer in [HeKa].

In Subsection 4.2, we make the coboundary structure of [HeKa| on slo—Crys more accessible by determining
the corresponding coboundary structure on the diagrammatic category T Lo(k). Our description, formulated in
Theorem 4.10, is given directly by closed formulas in terms of the semisimple basis we obtain in Corollary 3.33
by using Jones—Wenzl projectors.

We establish the coboundary axioms purely combinatorially, using diagrammatic properties of T Ly(k) we obtain
in the other sections. We then show that the coboundary structure we define on 7 Ly(k) makes the equivalence
of Theorem 4.7 a coboundary equivalence. Towards that end, in Lemma 4.16 we describe the bijection induced
by this equivalence between the various summands of objects in T Ly (k) and the direct summands of the tensor
powers of the crystal underlying the defining 2-dimensional representations of Ug(sls).

In Corollary 4.12 we also calculate the interval-reversing morphisms (see [[TeKa, Section 3.1]) in the coboundary
structure for T Ly(k), the diagrams for which have a rather intuitive visual form. Finally, we remark that our
description of the commutor involves an automorphism &,y , of the set %, 4, of the set of cap diagrams whose
domain has m + n strands, and in turn a bijection on the summands of the (m + n)"™ tensor power of the
fundamental representation of Ug(sly). While &y, ,, too seem quite visually intuitive, the authors are not aware
of a representation-theoretic interpretation for these bijections.

A fiber functor on 7 Ly(k) defines a bilinear form b, realizing the cap diagram. In the case ¢ # 0 studied in [EO],
and similarly for some other rigid diagrammatic categories (see [Tu]), the zig-zag relation allows one to reduce
the characterization of fiber functors to just equivalence relations of bilinear forms which satisfy an additional
property imposed by the circle evaluation relation. In particular, the images of the cup and the cap diagrams
determine each other - we give a brief account of this in Lemma 5.4.

This reduction cannot be made in the case of 7L (k). The bilinear form b must be degenerate, and the 2-tensor t
realizing the cup diagram lies in the tensor product of the left and the right radicals of the form. Circle evaluation
entails b(t) = 1, which allows us to decompose a fiber functor (b,t) as an inflation of a fiber functor (b’,t’) by a
pair (b”,t”) such that b”(t”) = 0 and all the degenerate blocks of b’ are two-dimensional, see Proposition 5.9. We
thus study the fiber functors of the latter kind, and show that, fixing b’, their isomorphism classes correspond to
the orbits of the conjugacy action of GL(V') on sl(V'), where V is the left radical of b”, see Corollary 5.15.

This shows that both the problem of classifying fiber functors, as well as the structure of the moduli space they
form (see [EO, Section 3.1]) is more complicated than in the case ¢ # 0. Indeed, the case b” = 0 gives us a
moduli space of choices of t”, which, as an affine GIT quotient, is of dimension m —1 (Corollary 5.15), while the
dimension of the total space on which b is defined equals 2m. Again, this contrasts the generic case ¢ # 0 where
b,t determine each other.
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Furthermore, in Proposition 5.7 we show that for ¢ = 0 the category of fiber functors does not form a groupoid.
We give examples of non-invertible morphisms of fiber functors, and in Proposition 5.8 explain how the existence
of such morphisms in the rigid case would contradict the Fundamental Theorem of Hopf Modules. Finally, we
give examples of some operations for fiber functors on 7Ly (k), indicating further structure on the category they
form.

The rest of the document is organized as follows. Section 2 contains the necessary preliminaries and definitions
for g-crystals, coboundary categories and Temperley—Lieb categories for ¢ # 0. We also recall the commutor of
[[TeKa]. In Section 3, we define the category T Lo(k), establish its semisimplicity (Corollary 3.36), the basis the-
orem (Corollary 3.14), the description of Jones—Wenzl projectors (Lemma 3.22). In Subsection 3.4, we describe
the relation between Mobius inversion for inverse monoids and the semisimple basis for TLg(k). In Section 4,
we establish a monoidal equivalence between the category of sla-crystals and (the Cauchy completion) of T Ly (k)
(Theorem 4.7). In Subsection 4.2 we define the commutor for 7Ly(k) (Theorem 4.10), and in Subsection 4.3, we
show that the equivalence of Theorem 4.7 is a coboundary equivalence (Theorem 4.17). Finally, in Section 5, we
study the category fiber functors of 7Ly (k).

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. g-Crystals. Given any complex reductive Lie algebra g, a g-crystal should be thought of as a combinatorial
model for a finite-dimensional representation of g. Let A denote the weight lattice of g, A4 its set of dominant
weights, I the vertex set of the corresponding Dynkin diagram, {e;}ier the set of its simple roots, and {«) }ier
the set of its simple coroots.

Definition 2.1. A g-crystal is a finite set B together with maps {e;, f; : B — B11{0}}ier, {€i, @i : B — Z}ier
and wt : B — A, such that, for all i € I, and b, € B,

(1) Ez(b) max{n | e;'(b) # 0} and ¢(b) = max{n| f7'(b) # 0};

(2) ¢i(b) —ei(b) = (wt(b), oy );

(3) if e;(b) # 0, then wt(e;(b)) = wt(b) + a; similarly if f;(b) # 0, then wt(f;(b)) = wt(b) — au;
(4) b = e;(b) if and only if b = f;(V').

The maps e; and f; are called the Kashiwara operators and are a renormalizations of the usual Chevalley operators
of g.

Definition 2.2. Let A and B be two g-crystals. A morphism of crystals ¢ : A — B is a (set-theoretic) function
1 A11{0} — B11{0} such that, for allae A and i € I,

(1) 9(0) =0
(2) wt(y(a)) = wt(a)
(3) w(ei-a) = ei-¢(a) and ¢(fi-a) = fi-(a).

Remark 2.3. In some settings a more general notion of crystals (see [[ToKa, Definition 4.5.1]) is considered, which
omits property (1) in Definition 2.1. The crystals we consider would then be referred to as normal or semiregular
crystals. Similarly, there is also a more general notion of a morphism of crystals (see [[ToKa, Definition 4.5.5]),
and the notion we use is sometimes referred to as strict morphisms. The less general notions we consider are
motivated by the representation theory of quantum groups.

Perhaps the most remarkable property of crystals is the existence of a tensor product operation on them, which
allows us to understand and decompose tensor products of representations of U,(g) according to simple combi-
natorial rules.

Definition 2.4. Given two crystals A and B, the tensor product A® B is defined as the set A x B whose crystal
structure is given by

(1) wt(a®0b) = wt(a) + wt(b)
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C fea®b ) > a0)
(2) eila®b) = {a@)eib if ¢i(a) < &i(b)

ey | Fa®b i éia) > &)
(3) fila®D) {a@fib if ¢i(a) < ei(b),

forallae A and b e B.

One may think of a crystal B more visually as an edge-colored directed graph with vertex set B, and where there
is an edge of color i € I from b to b’ if f;(b) = b’. Such a graph is called the crystal graph of B, and it carries the
same information as the crystal itself. A crystal is called connected if its crystal graph is connected.

Example 2.5. The following crystal graph corresponds to the adjoint representation of sl and it can be seen in
the weight lattice (with the two bases vectors of the 0-weight space identified).

Example 2.6. The following tensor product computation for sls-crystals shows the decomposition
VER®VE) = VE)eVE) V()
where V() is the highest weight representation of sly of weight A.

\
° 7 ® valid Valihd

b

yo|

Connected graphs should be thought of as analogs of irreducible representations, and thus the problem of decom-
posing some tensor product of representations into irreducible under this correspondence amounts to decomposing
the crystal graph of the tensor crystal into connected components.

This correspondence, however, is not perfect. A crystal B is called of highest weight A € A is there exists by € B
with wt(bg) = A, and such that B is generated by by under the repeated actions of the maps f;; such by is then
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called a highest weight element. Unfortunately, not every connected crystal is of highest weight, and there exists
non-isomorphic highest weight crystals of the same weight A. This issue can be fixed by considering families of
crystals instead.

Let B = {Bx|X € A;} be a family of crystals, where B is a crystal of highest weight A. Fixing inclusions of
crystals ¢y, : Bapy — By ® By, for every A\, € Ay, we say that (B, (t)xuea,) is a closed family of crystals. It
turns out that there is a unique closed family of crystals (see [J, Section 6.4]), and so we may unambiguously
refer to By as members of this unique family.

We can now define the category of crystals.

Definition 2.7. The category g—Crys is the k-linear category whose objects are crystals B such that each
connected component of B is B) for some A € A;, and whose morphisms are k-linear combinations of crystal
morphisms. It is semisimple and monoidal, where the monoidal structure is given by the tensor product of
crystals, and the direct sum of two crystals is their disjoint union.

2.2. Coboundary Categories and Cactus Actions. In this section, we will review the basic definitions and
properties of a coboundary cateogory, and in the next section we discuss the explicit commutor on g—Crys,
following the definitions and notation given in [[HeKa].

Definition 2.8 ([D, Section 3|). A coboundary category is a monoidal category C together with a natural
isomorphism, called the commutor, 04,5 : A® B — B ® A satisfying

(1) Symmetry Axiom: op 4004, = lagn-

(2) Unit Axiom: 77;1 onr = 01,4, where np : 1® A > A «— A®1 : nr are the unit isomorphisms of C.

(3) Cactus Axiom: The following diagram commutes, where « is the associator of C.

1®oB,c OA,CQB

AR (B®C) —272C , A® (C®B) —2%% , (C®B)® A
QA B,C QC,B,A

(AR B)®C ——— (BA)®C ———— C®(BRA)

o4,BR1 OB®A,C

Given a coboundary category C and objects A1,..., A, € C, using the commutor, we can define natural isomor-
phisms 0,4 for 1 <p <r < g¢g<n, via

(Opra)Ar,nAn = 141@-®4, 1 ®TA,@ @A, Ar 110 @A D LA, 1@ ®Ans

which commute the factors 4,®- - -®A, over A, 1®---®A,. These in turn define the so-called “interval-reversal”
morphisms
Sp,q * Al@ "®Ap—1 ®Ap®A;D+1 ® -a@Aq—1®Aq®Aq+l ® ®An -
Al ®-- '®Ap71 ®Aq®Aq71 ®.. -;®Ap+1 ®Ap®Aq+1 ®-- ®An

defined recursively by s, p41 = 0pppt+1 and Sp g = Opp,g © Sp+iq-

Conversely, given s, ,, one can recover the commutor morphisms by noting that o, = Sp.q © Spt1,4 © Sp,r
(see [HeKa], Lemma 3| for a proof), and then observing that the commutor o4 p may be thought of simply as
01,1,2-

The morphisms s, , satisfy the following relations:

(1) s3,=1foreveryl<p<g<n
(2) Sp,gSki = SkiSpq forall 1 <p <g<mnandl<k<I<n satistying [p,q] n [k, ]

(3) Sp,gSk, i = Sptq—i,p+q—kSpq foralll <p<g<mnand 1<k << n satisfying [ llc [ q]-

These relations may be visualized as follows:
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Definition 2.9. The group generated by elements s, 4 for 1 < p < ¢ < n satistying the relations ( ), and (
above is called the n-fruit cactus group, denoted by J,.

The cactus group admits a natural map J,, — Sy, denoted p — p extending sp 4 — S 4, Where

= — 1 ... p—1 p p+1 ... ¢g—1 q q+1 ... n cs
pe—\1 ... p=1 ¢ ¢g=—1 ... p+1 p g+1 n w
The kernel of this map is the pure cactus group and is identified with the fundamental group of the Deligne-

Mumford compactification mnH(R) of the moduli space of real genus-0 curves with n market points [[TeKa,
Theorem 9]."

So far, we have abused notation by using s, , to denote generators of the group J,, as well as natural isomorphisms

(Spa)ar,an : A1 ® @ An = Agm) @ ® A (n)-
Whenever confusion is possible, we shall distinguish the two by denoting the latter by 327 q
By expressing an element of p € J as a product of the generators s, 4, we get a natural isomorphism by composing
the corresponding morphisms sp ¢» Which is denoted by

T(p;Al,...,An) : A1®®An i Aﬁ(1)®®Aﬁ(n)
Theorem 2.10. [HeKa, Theorem 7] Let C be a coboundary category, and let Ay,..., A, € C. If p € J,, the
natural isomorphisms 7(p; A1, ..., A,) defined above satisfy

T(p,; Aﬁ(l)a c AA(n)) © T(p7 Ala s aAn) = T(pp,7 Ala AR AN)

Moreover, these natural isomorphisms are exactly the ones which can be generated by using the commutor of C.

We conclude this section with the definition of a coboundary functor, following [Ya, Definition 23.3.1].

Definition 2.11. Let C and D be two coboundary categories with commutors € and P, respectively. Given
a monoidal functor F' : C — D with structure isomorphisms Ja 5 : F(A®Q B) —» F(A) ® F(B). We say F is a
coboundary functor if the following diagram commutes for every objects A and B in C.

F(A® B) — %, F(A)® F(B)

F(o4 5) TE(a),F(B)

F(B®A) — F(B)® F(A)
Remark 2.12. Tt is easy to see that a coboundary structure on a category C is the same data as a monoidal
structure ox y on the identity functor id : C — C°P? (where C°P is the same category with the opposite tensor
product X ®°PY := Y ®X) satisying oy, xoox y = idxgy [EGNO, 8.3.25]. From that perspective, our definition

IThe namesake of the cactus group comes from this geometric viewpoint, as the points of the moduli space ﬁon+l(R) look
somewhat like cacti from the genus Opuntia (see [HekKa, Section 3.2]).



8 MOAAZ ALQADY AND MATEUSZ STROINSKI

of a coboundary functor simply means a functor F' : C — D compatible with this data, i.e. the following diagram
commutes.

(F,J) D

C
(id,oc)l l(id,ap)

op op
C (ﬁpp) D
2.3. g—Crys as a Coboundary Category. Let 6 : I — I be the Dynkin diagram automorphism such that
Qg(i) = —Wo - i, Where wy is the longest element in the Weyl group of g acting on simple roots by reflections.

Given a crystal By of highest weight X\ € A, let By be the crystal with underlying set {5 : b€ By} and where
crystal structure is given by

61(5) = W, fi (B) = m, Wt(g) = Wy (b)
Henriques and Kamnitzer have shown that By is also a highest weight crystal of heighest weight A\ [[TeKa,
Lemma 2]. Thus, by Schur’s Lemma, we have a crystal isomorphism By — B,. Composing this isomorphism
with the map of sets (which is not a morphism of crystals) By — B, given by b — b, we get a map of sets
&g, 1 By — Ba.
Next, one extends the set-theoretic maps £, to any crystal (not necessarily highest weight) by taking {5 : B — B
on a crystal B to be given locally on each connected component By by &g, .

Theorem 2.13. [HeKa, Theorem 6] The commutor maps cap: A® B — B® A defined by

(a,b) = Epea(€B(D),£a(a))
is an isomorphism, natural in A and B, endowing the category g—Crys with the structure of a coboundary
category.

Ezample 2.14. For g = sl,, crystal graphs of B) are path graphs with vertex set {by : k = 0,1,..., A} and arrows
by — biy1 for k=0,1,...,\ — 1. The graph of B) is given by reversing the direction of all arrows in By. The
map &g, is thus given by by — by_.

It is natural to wonder whether the coboundary structure on the category g—Crys comes from a coboundary
structure in the category U,(g)-Mod of finite-dimensional representations of the quantum group of g. This
is indeed the case, where the commutor for the representation category of a quantum group is defined via an
automorphism ¢ : Uy(g) — Uy(g) resembling the definition of £ above (see [Hel{a, Section 2.4] for details).

2.4. The Temperley—Lieb Category. For the remainder of this document, let k be a field.
Definition 2.15. Let ﬁq(k) be the strict k[q, ¢~ !]-linear monoidal category defined as follows:

. Obﬁq(k) =N={0,1,2,...}, with L7 k) = Oand m®n = m + n;
e the morphisms of ﬁq (k) are generated by cup € Homz=, ® (0,2) and cap € Homz, ®) (2,0) which we

depict by, and identify with, string diagrams

cup = U and cap = m

e the generators cup and cap satisfy the following relations:

and
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Remark 2.16. The object 1 is self-dual, where the morphisms cup and cap provide the unit and the counit of
an adjunction (1,1, cup,cap). The category ﬁq(k) in fact, is a well-studied category, see e.g. [EO], [Tu]; in
particular, it is braided and the dimension of 1 (i.e. the trace of its identity morphism) equals [2],. Indeed,
ﬁq(k) is the free strict k[g, ¢!]-linear monoidal category on a self-dual object of dimension [2],, as is explained,
and heavily used in [EO].

The following result is folklore and, at least in the non-quantum setting, dates back to [RTW]. A much more
general version of it is proven in detail in [E1, Theorem 2.58]. Let Fund(U,(sl2)) be the full monoidal subcategory
of Rep(U,(sl2)) given by tensor powers of the fundamental representation.

Theorem 2.17. Let g € k*. There is a monoidal equivalence TL4(k) ~ Fund(Uq,(sl2)).

We now briefly formulate some well-known facts about additive and Karoubi envelopes, in a language closer to
enriched category theory. We say that a k-linear category A is Cauchy complete if it admits finite direct sums
and is idempotent complete. Indeed, finite direct sums and retracts are precisely the absolute colimits for k-linear
functors, i.e. the colimits preserved by any such functor. Given a k-linear category A let A€ denote the Cauchy
completion of A, given by the subcategory of Fung(A, Vecg) consisting of absolute colimits of representable
presheaves. It can be identified with the Karoubi envelope of the additive envelope of A - see [BD], [Ri] for
detailed accounts. The restricted Yoneda embedding yields a full and faithful functor ¢ : A < A®, such that for
a Cauchy complete &£, the functor

(1) Funy (A%, £) =% Funy (A, )

is an equivalence. A monoidal structure on A extends essentially uniquely to a monoidal structure on A¢ via
Day convolution, and so ¢ is strong monoidal, and the equivalence (1) lifts to an equivalence

(2) MonFuny(A°, £) =% MonFuny (A, £)

between categories of (strong) monoidal functors to a Cauchy complete monoidal category &.

In particular, for two (monoidal) categories A, B such that A® ~ B¢ we have Fung(A, &) ~ Fung(B,€) for
any (monoidal) Cauchy complete £, and a similar equivalence for monoidal functors. In fact, already the case
&€ = Vecy suffices for the converse. These equivalent conditions are equivalent to A, B being equivalent in the
bicategory of profunctors.

Corollary 2.18. Since any finite-dimensional Uy(sla)-module is a direct summand of a tensor power of the
fundamental representation, we find that Rep(Uy(slz)) ~ Fund(Uy(sls))¢ ~ T L,y (k)¢ by Theorem 2.17.

3. THE CRYSTAL TEMPERLEY—LIEB CATEGORY

3.1. Renormalizing the Temperley—Lieb Category. We now define a renormalization of ﬁq(k), which
extends to a k[g]-linear category. This already mirrors the development of g-crystals: we introduce a renormal-
ization which allows us to set ¢ = 0.

Definition 3.1. Let 7L, (k) be the strict k[g]-linear monoidal category defined as follows:

e ObTL,(k) =N={0,1,2,...}, with Irz, (k) = Oand m®n = m + n;
e the morphisms of 7L, (k) are generated by cup € Homzz ) (0,2) and cap € Homzz () (2,0), which we
depict by, and identify with, string diagrams

cup = U and cap = m

e the generators cup and cap satisfy the following relations:
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O: (q2+1)ido.

Observe that the interchange law for monoidal categories implies that two diagrams which differ only by a
rectilinear isotopy and represent morphisms in 7L,(k) necessarily represent the same morphism. The same
holds for 7£4(k); in both cases, this is an immediate consequence of the interchange law for monoidal categories.

and

Definition 3.2. Given an invertible scalar a € k*, the strict monoidal k-linear category ﬁa (k) is defined by
substituting a in place of ¢, for every occurence of the latter.

Similarly, given any scalar a € k, the strict monoidal k-linear category T L, (k) is defined by substituting a in
place of ¢, for every occurence of the latter.

Remark 3.3. The k-algebra homomorphism ev, : k[q, ¢!] — k determined by sending ¢ to a yields the induction
functor k[g,¢~']-Mod — Vecy, which in turn defines a monoidal 2-functor Ev, : Catyy 417 — Caty. The
monoidal category T Lq (k) is obtained as Ev, (’?Z',q (k)). Similar considerations apply to T Lq (k).

Lemma 3.4. For a € k*, there is a strict monoidal functor Ng : T La(K) — T La(K), which is identity on objects,

and is determined on morphisms by the assignments Ny (cup) = cup and N,(cap) = % - cap.

Similarly, there is a strict monoidal functor D, : TLy(k) — ﬁa(k), which is identity on objects, and is
determined on morphisms by the assignments D, (cup) = cup and Dy (cap) = a - cap.

Proof. We verify that that D, is well-defined by checking if it respects the defining relations for are satisfied:

1
N PN
= o o = é. = 1(\&'

and

m }ﬁl—) l . m

O = = ° ° = L(a® +1)ido = [2]4ido 4 [2], ido.

/e U

The proof of well-definedness of N, is analogous. (I

Proposition 3.5. The functors D,, N, are mutually inverse strict monoidal isomorphisms of categories.

Proof. The claim follows from

1 1 1
(Dgy o Ng)(cup) = Dy(cup) = cup and (D, o Ng)(cup) = Dy(= cup) = —D,(cup) = —acup = cup,
a a a

and a similar calculation for N, o D,. [l

Notation 3.6. For a € k*, we denote by T L, (k) the unique up to isomorphism category given by the common value
of TLy(k) and T L,(k). Further, we let TLo(k) := TLo(k) and CrysTL := T Lo(k)C, its Cauchy completion.

We now establish a basis theorem for T Ly(k). While the basis is given by Temperley—Lieb diagrams just like
for TL,(k) with a # 0, and hence also the dimensions of the Hom-spaces coincide with that case, the proofs can
be somewhat different (essentially due to the zig-zag relation), and in some cases simpler. We include them for
completeness.

Definition 3.7. Let (=) : TL,(k)°? — T L4(k) be the contravariant monoidal equivalence determined by the
assignments cup = cap and cap = cup.
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Definition 3.8. We say that a non-zero morphism of 7 Ly (k) is a Temperley—Lieb diagram, if it can be obtained
from the generators cap, cup and identity morphisms by tensoring and composition.

Further, we define a cup diagram as a non-zero morphism of 7 Ly(k) which can be obtained from the generator
cup and identity morphisms by tensoring and composition, and we define cap diagrams similarly.

Definition 3.9. Given any Temperley—Lieb diagram x, we define
K(x) = {(i,J) : x has a cap joining 7 and j}, K(x) = {(,7) : x has a cup joining i and j}.

Remark 3.10. Formally, there is a category T L, enriched over the category Set.. of pointed sets, defined similarly
to T Ly, where the zig-zag evaluates to # rather than to 0. Temperley—Lieb diagrams can be defined as the
morphisms of (the category underlying) T L., viewed as a subcategory of (the category underlying) T Lo(k).
This Set,-enriched perspective is used in [Sm)].

We refer to morphisms of the form (a, cup,b) := ida ® cup®idp or of the form (a,cap,b) := ida ® capRidp, as
basic cups and basic caps, respectively. By definition, any Temperley—Lieb diagram can be written as a finite
composition of basic caps and basic cups.

The number of through-strands th(x) of a Temperley—Lieb diagram x is defined by extending assignments
th(cap) = 0 = th(cup) and th(idm) = m by th(x ® y) = th(x) + th(y). Of the relations defining 7 Loy(k),
the zig-zag relation is the only subhomogeneous with respect to th, and therefore we generally only have
th(x oy) < min(th(x),th(y)). As a result, we find a chain of ideals thgg € thg; € --- in the category
T Lo(k), such that TLy(k) = U?O:o the;, where the; is given by linear combinations of Temperley—Lieb diagrams
with at most ¢ through-strands. The ideal thg; can also be described as that generated by the morphisms with
i through-strands. For a general morphism f of TLy(k), we set th(f) = min{k | f € thgx}. In particular, for a
linear combination > ;_, A;x;, we have th(}}7_; \ix;) = max; {th(x;)}.

It is easy to verify that for any cup diagram x, we have X o x = idgy()-

Lemma 3.11. Fiz k,m € N. Consider a pair of cup diagrams x,y € Homy, ) (m, m + 2k). We have
th(Xoy) < m = th(x) = th(y),
with equality if and only if x =y.

Proof. In the case x =y, we use the previously made observation X o x = idyy(x), to conclude the equality.
Assume now that x # y. We have three cases to consider:

(1) there is i € {1,...,m + 2k} such that the strand in the i*" outgoing position of x is a through-strand,
but the strand in the i*" outgoing position of y is not;
2) there is i € {1,...,m + 2k} such that the strand in i*" outoing position in y is a through-strand, but in
Y
X it is not;
(3) there is i € {1,...,m + 2k} such that the strand in i** outgoing position in x is cupped to j*" outgoing
position, while in y it is capped to (j')*" outgoing position, with j # j’.
We begin by treating the first case. Let (i,7) € K(y). If the strand in the j* outgoing position in x is a
through-strand, then (¢,7) € K(Xoy), and thus th(Xoy) < m = th(X).

If (j, k) € K(x), where by assumption k # 4, then the cup (i, 5) € K (y) is joined to the cap (j, k) € K(X), and thus
the composite X oy is zero by the zig-zag relation. The second case follows similarly to the first, by symmetry.

In the last case, x oy = 0 by the zig-zag relation. O

Lemma 3.12. Any Temperley—Lieb diagram can be uniquely written as Xcup © Xcap, where Xcup 15 a cup diagram
and Xcap 15 a cap diagram.

Proof. By definition of TLy(k), we may write x = x,, o --- 0 x1, where x;, for i = 1,...,n, are basic cups and
basic caps. If there is m € {1,...,n} such that x; is a basic cap for ¢« < m and a basic cup for i > m, then
Xcap 1= Xn O+ 0 Xppy1 and Xcup = X © - - - 0 X1 provide the claimed decomposition.
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Otherwise, let £ be minimal such that x; is a basic cap, but there is j < k such that x; is a basic cup. Let
Xy := (ag,cap, bg) and xx—1 := (agx—1,cup,br_1). We have a trichotomy:

(1) ar = ag—1, and xj 0 xg—1 = ida, +b,, Dy circle evaluation;
(2) |ak — ak—1] =1, and x; 0 x—1 = 0 by zig-zag evaluation;
(3) law — ar—1| = 2 and xg 0 Xg—1 = X}, 0 X},_;, where X}, is a basic cup and x},_, is a basic cap.

In the second case we obtain a contradiction, since x was assumed to be non-zero. In the other two cases we have
decreased either the number of basic caps with basic cups below them, or the height of the minimal basic cap with
basic cups below it. Basic cups with basic caps can be treated analogously, and the existence of decomposition
follows by induction.

To see uniqueness, observe first that th(xcup) = th(x) = th(Xcap). Writing Xcup © Xcap = X = X¢yp © Xcap, We find
th(x’wlD O Xeup © Xeap © Xeap) = th(x) < min {th(x’Cup 0 Xeup)s TR (Xcap © xcap)} = th(x’wlD © Xcup)-

showing that th(x[,, © Xcup) = th(x), which by Lemma 3.11 proves Xcup = Xgyp- One shows Xcap = Xiap

similarly. ([

Notation 3.13. Henceforth, whenever we write x = uov, we mean that u = X¢yp and v = Xcap.

Corollary 3.14. Temperley-Lieb diagrams give a basis for Homy ) (m,n). Hence, dim Homy,, (1) (m,n) is

Cmain, the (me)th Catalan number.
2

Proof. Temperley-Lieb diagrams clearly span Homy ) (m, n). To see their linear independence, let u be a cup
diagram, let v be a cap diagram, and let wov = Z?: 1 Aiwg ovy, for cup diagrams u; and cap diagrams v;.
We have

th(uwov) =th(WouovoV) =max{th(Wou; ovow;)}.
Thus there must be ¢ such that th(uwov) = th(Wwou; ov; oV). This implies th(u;) = th(u) and th(v;) = th(v),
since composition can only decrease the number of through-strands. Thus the domains of u and wu; are the same,

and, by assumption, so are the codomains. We may then use Lemma 3.11 to find u = u;, and v = v;. Thus the
coefficient of wov in Z;}=1 Aiw; ov; must be non-zero, proving linear independence. O

3.2. Jones—Wenzl Projectors. Similarly to the basis theorem, the category T Ly (k) admits Jones—Wenzl pro-
jectors, behaving similarly to those for 7L, (k) for a # 0. However, in the case a = 0, we give an explicit closed
formula for the Jones—Wenzl projectors, much simpler than the formulas for their coefficients in the case a # 0,
as determined in [FK, Section 3.3], [Mo], [Oc¢].

Given n € N, we say that a subset I of {1,...,n} is aptif n ¢ I and ¢ € I implies i — 1,i + 1 ¢ I. Given an
apt subset I of {1,...,n}, we define cap;,, € Endy, ) (n) as the cap diagram consisting of caps in positions
(i,i+1), forieI.

Definition 3.15. We define the n'" Jones-Wenzl projector j,, € Endyr, (1) as
Z (_1)u| Cup],noca’pf,n = Z (_1)|I‘Cl7n-
I<{1,...,n} apt I<{1,...,n} apt
Example 3.16. The Jones—Wenzl projector j4 on four strands is given by
U u U ‘ U ‘ ‘ ‘
NN N N

= C{1,3},4 — C{3},4 — C{2},4 — C{1},4 T Cx 4.

+

U
N

The following claim is easy to verify:

Lemma 3.17. Let I,1I' be apt subsets of {1,...,n}. We have a dichotomy:
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(1) Thereisi€ I’ such thati+1€l ori—1€l, and cjocp =0;
(2) The set I LI is an apt subset of {1,...,n} and crocp = crop.

Proposition 3.18. The Jones—Wenzl projectors are idempotent: j2 = j,.

Proof. We have

(~)epn | = Z (=)l g = Z Z (=) .

I<{1,...,n} apt (I,I") s.t. TUI’ apt J apt (I,I’) s.t. Tul'=J

Thus, the coefficient of ¢y in j2 is

S (cnss,

(I,I') st TuI'=J
and it suffices to show that it is equal to (—1)I/l. We have

[InI'|=|J]

(fl)\sl+|s’|: 2 (1)|J+Iml’|<|l|

(I,I') st TUI'=J [I~I'|=0

J|
!

=158 — (1 — 9yl = (_1)IVI
e (1 -2 = (1),

N

13

where the first equality follows from counting the pairs (I, I’) by first determining the cardinality |I n I’|, then

choosing the set I n I’, which can be done in (\I‘ffll'l)

ways, and then for each element in J\(I n I’), choosing

whether it belongs to I or to I’ — this is an exclusive disjunction, and thus we can do so in 2l71=15n5| ways. The

second equality is an application of the binomial theorem.

O

Proposition 3.19. The Jones—Wenzl projectors are annihilated by basic cups and caps: for anyi e {1,...,n — 1},

we have
Capyijn Ojn = 0 =Jjn 0 CuPgy 4, -

In other words, j, is annihilated under both post- and precomposition with the ideal th,.

Proof. We show that cap;y n ©jn = 0; the proof for cups is analogous. Let I be an apt subset of {1,...,n}. If

i—1lelori+1el, then capy , ocr, =0, by the zig-zag relation. Thus,

. I
capgyn OJn = E (—1)‘ |C],n.
I apt; i—1,i+1¢1

Clearly, we have a bijection

{I<{l,...,n} |ITisaptandi—1,i,i+1¢ I} > {I<{l,...,n} |Tisapt,i—1,i+1¢ I and i€ I}

110 {i}
IN{i} i T

which partitions the set {I < {1,...,n} | I isapt and i — 1,7+ 1¢ J} into two subsets of the same cardinality,

which we denote by N. Then we have

CaPiyn OIn = CaAPLy pn © < Z (—1)‘“01,71 + Z (_1)I|+101u{i},n>
I apt; i—1,i,5+1¢1 I apt; i—1,i,5+1¢1

Z (—DMler gy n + Z ()M ey = 0.
I apt; i—1,i,i+1¢1 I apt; i—1,i,5+1¢1

We now show that the sequence of projectors (j,)>_, satisfies the recursive relation described in [We].
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Proposition 3.20. The Jones—Wenzl projectors satisfy the Jones—Wenzl recursion — the following equality holds:

=

m:={I<{l,....om} | [isaptand m —2,m —1¢ I};
By, :={I<{l,...,m} | Iis apt and m — 2 € I};
Cp:={Ic{l,...,m} |Iisaptand m — 1€ I}.

5 )-[)| -

Proof. First, for any m, let

Clearly, {I = {1,...,m} | I is apt} equals the disjoint union A,, u By, u Cy,. Finally, we denote A,, u B,, by
AB,,.
Second, for x € Endy ) (m), let
r(x) :=x®id; —(x®idy) o CaP{my,m+1° CUP{m}, mt1 o(x ®idy) € Endyz, ) (m + 1),
so that the Jones—Wenzl recursion we aim to show can be written as j,+1 = r(jn).

It is easy to check that for I € Cy,, we have r(crn) = ¢rn+1—0 = ¢rn+1. Moreover, I € By, 1 and this establishes
a bijection between morphisms of the form c¢;, with I € C,, and morphisms of the form cj,+1 with J € By 1.
For I € AB,, we have r(crn) = Crnt1 — Crugn},n+1- Moreover, I € Apyy and I U {n} € Cy,41, and there are
bijections

ABn <> An+1,
IR
and
AB,, < n+1-
I—Tu{n}
Thus,
(jn) =r< Z (=D)Mler, + Z DHle; n) = r( Z (—1)|ch,n> +r ( Z (_1)I|C1,n>
IeAB, IeC, IeAB, IeC,
= 2 cmnrt Y DM ernn = eropmynt)
IEBn+1 IeAB,
= 2 CI,n+1 + 2 (*1) CI,n+1 + Z | +1 c]u{n},nJrl
IeBy 41 IeA, 1 1eAB,
= Z Cr ,n+1 + Z | ‘CI n+1 + Z | ‘CJn-&-l = )n+1;
IeBy 41 TeAn 1 IeCri1
which establishes the result. O

Remark 3.21. The idempotence of the morphisms j, could also be proved similarly to the standard proof for
T L.(k) where a # 0, namely by first proving the absorption property and then calculating directly. Again, the
calculations would be slightly different, and in some cases simpler due to additional cancellation entailed by the
zig-zag relation.

Lemma 3.22. The morphism j, € Endy ) (n) is the unique endomorphism of n such that:

(1) It is of the form idy +x, where x € the,(n,n);
(2) It is idempotent;
(8) It is annihilated by basic caps and basic cups, in the sense of Proposition 3.19.
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Proof. This uniqueness result follows in the exact same way as it does for T L, (k) where a # 0. O

3.3. Properties of TLy(k). In this section, we collect some of the general monoidal categorical properties of
TLo(k).

Rigidity. Recall that an object X of a monoidal category C is said to have a right dual if there is an object
XV and morphisms 7 : 1¢ - XY ® X and € : X ® XY — 1¢ which satisfy triangle identities analogous to those
for adjoint functors. Similarly one defines left duals. An object is said to be rigid if it admits both a left and a
right dual, and C is said to be rigid if all of its objects are rigid.

Proposition 3.23. The category T Lo(k) is not rigid.

Proof. We show that the object 1 € TLo(k) is not rigid. Assume that there is an object k which is right
dual to 1. The duality would then yield isomorphisms Homy, ) (m +1,n) ~ Homyz g (m,n+k). But
dim Homy,,gy(m +1,n) = Cpyp14n)/2 and similarly dim Homyz ) (m,n + k) = Clinik)/2, where Cj de-
notes the j*" Catalan number. Thus, the only possibility is & = 1. The spaces Homyr1)(0,1 ® 1) ~ k {cup}
and Hom7 .1 (1L®1,0) ~ k {cap} are both one-dimensional, and so the only candidates for the unit and counit
for the duality are scalar multiples of cup and cap respectively. Thus, we just need to check that the triangle
identities do not hold for such scalar multiples. And indeed, for any «, 8 € k we have
(1®a-cap)o (B -cup®l)=a-F-(1®cap)o (cup®1) =a-F-0=0 #id; .
O

Semisimplicity. We will now use Jones—Wenzl projectors to find semisimple bases for endomorphism algebras
of TLo(k), thus showing that the category is semisimple.

The following claim is similar to Lemma 3.11.
Lemma 3.24. Letu be a cup diagram in Homy ) (a,b) and let v be a cap diagram in Homy (b, c). Then
ja ifv =u

jcoOvouoj, =
) ) {0 else.

Proof. If v =1 then j. o (vou)oj, = je © idgnu) ©Ja = ja ©Ja = ja, using the fact that v = U implies a = c.

If v # U, then, similarly to the proof of Lemma 3.11, there is ¢ € {1, ..., m} such that one of the following three
statements holds:

(1) thereisie€ {1,...,b} such that the strand in u outgoing in position i is a through-strand while the strand
incoming in position % in v is not;

(2) the strand in v incoming in position ¢ is a through-strand while that in u outgoing in position i is not;

(3) the strand in u outgoing in position i is cupped to position d, the strand incoming in position ¢ in v is
capped to position d’ and d # d'.

In the first two cases, the strand in position cupped (or capped) to i joins to a through-strand, forming a cup
(or a cap) which is then followed by j. (or preceded by j,), evaluating to 0, by Proposition 3.19, or it joins to a
cap (cup), again evaluating to 0, by the zig-zag relation. In the last case, we have a cap and a cup join to form
a zig-zag, and thus again evaluate to zero. ([

Definition 3.25. Given a Temperley-Lieb diagram x = wov in Homy,, ) (m, n), with th(x) = k, we define its
associated maz-summand morphism as X := u0j;ov, where ji is the £* Jones-Wenzl projector, jj, € End7z, 10 (k).

Proposition 3.26. The set {? | x is a TL diagram in Homyr, ) (m, g)} is a basis for Homy ) (m, n).

Proof. Similarly to the proof of Corollary 3.14, if we write woj,, ov = ZZ:l AWk O jm,, © Vi, we have

m = th(uwoj,ov) = max {th(ug ©jm, oVE)} = max my,
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and
m =th(Wouoj,ovoV) = mgxth(ﬁouk 0 jm OVE OV)

and the k£ making the latter maximum attained must also attain the former. By Lemma 3.11, it follows that
U = Uy and hence that u = ug, and similarly one shows that v = v;. This establishes the linear independence of
the set {7? | x is a TL diagram in Homy £, ) (m, g)}; it spans Homy () (m,n), since its cardinality equals the
dimension of Homy,, ) (m, n), as calculated in Corollary 3.14. O

Ezample 3.27. For Homy ) (2,4) the basis described in 3.26 is the following set of maps:

G NSl /NS

)2 j2 j2 ‘

~ ~ [ [ [

NN

Lemma 3.28. Given Temperley—Lieb diagrams x = wov and X' = u oV, we have

) )

Doz = wWov=1u ojynyov v =1
0 otherwise.

Proof. By Lemma 3.24, we have
/a2 _ = e
N o s , ) _JWojgayev=uov ifv =u
Xox=u O)th(u')ov OuO]th(u)OV— , .
wolov=0 otherwise.

O

Corollary 3.29. Given Temperley—Lieb diagrams x,x’ : a — a such that th(x) # th(x’), we have X' 0% =0.
Proof. Writing x = uov and x’ = u'oV/, the equality v/ = W implies th(x’) = th(V') = th(U) = th(u) = th(x). O

We say that an object X of a k-linear category A is simple if any non-zero endomoprhism of X is an isomorphism.
The category A is said to be semisimple if it is additive and any object of A is a direct sum of finitely many
simple objects.

Lemma 3.30 ([MS, Lemma 2.1]). Let A be a k-linear, idempotent split category. Then A is semisimple if and
only if for every X € A, the algebra End 4(X) is semisimple.

Definition 3.31. For k,m € N with £ < m, let
End7z, ) (m)tm—r = Span {X | x : m — m is a TL-diagram with th(x) = k}.

Let {uy,...,u,} be an enumeration of all cup diagrams with domain k and codomain m. For a,b € {1,...,r},
let Xaqp = Uq © i © Wp-
Lemma 3.32. For any k,m € N with k < m, the subspace Endy 1) (m)wm=r is a k-subalgebra of Endrz, ) (m).
Moreover, for an enumeration {uy,...,u,} as in Definition 3.31, the map

EndTCg(]k) (m)th=k — Mat, (k)

Xab — Eqp

where Eqy, is the (a,b) elementary matriz, is an algebra isomorphism.
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Proof. By Lemma 3.28, we have X¢q © Xap = 04,aXch, where 0 denotes the Kronecker delta. This shows the first
statement, and also the second since we obtain structure constants 7((55)) (ab) = d(ef),(cb) * Od,a, Which agrees with
the structure constants for the basis of elementary matrices in Mat,.(k). O

Corollary 3.33. Fiz m e N. We have

EndTﬁo(k) (m) = 1_[ EndTﬁo(]k) (m)th=k = 1_[ Matrk_ (k),

k<m k<m

where 7y, = ‘{cup diagrams in Homyr ) (k, m)}’
Proof. This follows by combining Corollary 3.29 and Lemma 3.32. O

Let Z, be the set of all possible cap diagrams in Homy,, ) (n, m) for some m < n. The following easy corollary
will be useful in the next section:

Corollary 3.34. {X0jiu(x) © X}xe2, is a set of orthogonal idempotents of Endy ) (n) whose sum is idy.

Proof. This follows directly from Corollary 3.33 by examining the preimages of the idempotents FE;; € Mat,. (k)
under the map of Lemma 3.32. O

Ezxample 3.35. For m = 4, we have rg = 2, ro = 3, and r4 = 1 corresponding to cup diagrams:

T =N NN T

Thus, we have a semisimple decomposition Endz, ) (m) = Mata (k) x Mats(k) x k.

Combining Corollary 3.33 and Lemma 3.30, we find the following;:

Corollary 3.36. The category CrysTL is semisimple.

The semisimple decomposition of Endy, ) (m) also easily gives us a complete list of simple module of these
algebras, which happens to be the same as the list of simple modules for Endy,,_ () (m) when ¢ # 0.

Definition 3.37. Let L,, , be the k-span of all cup diagrams from k to m equipped with the left action of
Endyz, k) (m) defined on cup diagrams (and extended linearly) as follows: given x € Endy ) (m) and a cup

xou if xouwis a cup diagram

diagramu:k » m, let x-u = . Similarly, define the right modules R,, ; using

0 otherwise
cap (instead of cup) diagrams and pre-composition (instead of post-composition).

Corollary 3.38. The set {Ly, i} (resp. {Rmui}) for 1 < k < m and k = m mod 2 gives a complete and
irredundant list of simple left (resp. right) modules over Endr, ) (m)

Proof. Tt is easy to verify that the definition above defines left /right actions and that it is transitive on cup and
cap diagrams: indeed, for any cup diagrams u,u’, we have (W ou) - u = U/, and similarly for cap diagrams;
hence, these modules are simple. By comparing dimensions with the decomposition given in Corollary 3.33, we

see that the list is complete and irredundant. (I
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3.4. Pointed Sets, Monoid Algebras, M&bius Inversion and Cells. In [Sm], a Set,-enriched category of
g-crystals, is defined. In the case g = sly, we define the category Crys, as follows:

e Ob(Crys,) =N;
e Homcrys, (m, n is the disjoint union of the set of Temperley—Lieb diagrams from m to n and {x}.

We compose Temperley—Lieb diagrams as in T Lg(k), except that the diagrams which would compose to zero
in TLo(k) instead compose to # in Crys,. The monoidal structure is still given by horizontal concatenation of
Temperley-Lieb diagrams, and * ® f = * for any morphism f of Ob(Crys,,).

Definition 3.39. For a commutative ring R, there is a monoidal functor R — : Set, — R-Mod, sending
S € Set, to R{S}/Span{=}, where R{S} is the free R-module on S. Abusing notation, we also denote by
R[Xl, — the induced monoidal 2-functor from Set,-Cat — Catg.

Clearly, TLo(k) ~ k Crys,. Further, since the 2-functor k — is monoidal, it sends pseudomonoids to
pseudomonoids, endowing k Crys, with a monoidal structure. It is easy to see that the equivalence with
T Lo(k) is then monoidal.

Next, we note that for a monoid object M in Set,, i.e. a monoid with a zero element, the monoid R[x}, M is the
contracted monoid algebra (or reduced monoid algebra) for M over R. So, Endig, crys, () =~ Endr, ) (n) w {+}.
We denote this monoid by T;,.

In particular, End,, ) (n) is the contracted monoid algebra of T;,, obtained as the quotient of k75, by the ideal
spanned by the zero element . Decomposing the regular left module kT),, this ideal spans the unique trivial
direct summand of the regular module, where by trivial we mean a module in which every monoid element acts
by identity.

Thus, restriction along the surjective k-algebra map kT;, — Endy ., x)(n) realizes the category Endy ., ) (n)-mod
as the full subcategory of T,,-mod consisting of modules which are not trivial - since in such a module * necessarily
acts by zero.

Recall that for a monoid 7', the left, right and two-sided preorders £, R and J on T are defined by
r<pyifTecTy, c<gyifalT € yT, and x <z y if T2T < TyT.

Their associated equivalence relations, known as Green’s relations, partition T" into so-called cells. The following
is a brief description of Green’s cells for the monoid T,,: = <7 y if and only if th(z) < th(y), and for x,x’ in the
same J-cell, writing x = wov and x' = 1 oV yields x ~, x’ if and only if v = v/, otherwise the elements are
not £-comparable; similarly for R and w,u’. This description of the cell structure is valid also in the case g = 0,
and we record a short proof for the J-order. In the formulation of the next statement, we may set th(x) = —co.

Lemma 3.40. For x,x’ € T;, we have x <7 X' if and only if th(x) < th(x’).

Proof. The statement is obvious when either x or x” equals #, so we omit that case. If x <7 x’ then x =y’ ox’oy
for some y,y’ € T,,. It follows that th(x) < th(x').
Assume now that th(x) < th(x), and write x = wov and x" = u' oV'. Let z € Homy,, (0, th(x’) — th(x)) be
such that th(z) = 0. Then

X = o (idgy(x) ®Z) 0w’ 0x" 0V 0 (idgy(x) ®@2z) 0 V.

O

To conclude our discussion about cells in 7},, we remark that Endy,, ) (n) is cellular in the sense of [GL], with
cellular data similar to 7L,(k) for ¢ # 0, given by (A, M, C, ), where A = {k € Ng, k < n and n — k € 2Z}, M (t)
is the set of cup diagrams with ¢ through-strands, and C?,, = u ou. This cellular structure can be used as an
alternative way to obtain the description of simple modules in Corollary 3.38 and the proof of semisimplicity of
Corollary 3.36.
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For a monoid T, we denote the set of idempotents in T by E(T). For e € E(T), the mazimal subgroup of T at e
is the group of units in the monoid eT'e. The non-zero idempotents of T}, are in bijection with cap diagrams in
End7z, k) (n), mapping a cap diagram v to the idempotent v o v.

Recall that a monoid S is said to be inverse if for every s € S there is a unique ¢ such that s = sts and t = tst.
The element ¢ is said to be the inverse of s, and we will denote it by s(—1).

Lemma 3.41. The monoid T,, is an inverse monoid.

Proof. First, clearly we have (1) = %. Let x = uov be a Temperley-Lieb diagram, where u is a cup diagram
and v is a cap diagram. We claim that (wov)("™) = WoVv = VoUW The inverse relation follows directly from
Uou = idgp(y) and v oV = idey(v). To see that it is unique, observe that

th((uov)o (W oVv)o(uwov)) =th(uov)

requires th(vou’) = th(v) and th(v ou) = th(u), which by Lemma 3.11 requires ' =v and v/ = . O

We now show that the Jones—Wenzl projectors, as well as the basis obtained from them in Proposition 3.26, can
be obtained via Mdbius inversion for the inverse semigroup 1), see [St, Section 9.2]. Recall that a finite inverse
monoid T becomes a partial order under the relation < defined by = < y if = ye for e € E(T'). Choosing an
idempotent e for every J-cell J of T, there is an isomorphism

T % H Mat|E('])‘ (kGeJ )
J

of k-algebras, where G, is the group of units of the monoid eTe, and E(J) is the set of idempotents in J. As
we have observed previously, in the case of T,,, these groups are all trivial, which gives us an alternative way of
establishing semisimplicity of Endy,,x)(n). Choosing again the enumeration of Definition 3.31, we denote by
[x] the element W—1(E,;), where x = u, oW,. The set {[x] | x is a TL-diagram with th(x) = n} is a basis for
Endyz, ) (n). By [St, Theorem 9.3]:

3) x= Y= > [l

YT Je:y=xe
Lemma 3.42. Let x € T,,\ {#} and write x =uwov. Theny € T,\ {*} is of the form xe for e € E(T,)\ {*} if and
only ify =uoe' ov, where e € E(Tinx)\ {*}).

Moreover, € is unique, so {y € T,, : Jes.t. y = xe} = {uo eov|ee E(Tth(x)\{*})}.

Proof. Since e is idempotent, we can write e = v oV, and xe # # if and only if two strands being capped in v
implies that they are also capped in V', i.e. K(v) € K (V). In that case we have voe = e () 0V, where egp(y) is
v oV, which clearly is idempotent. The result follows.

~

Proposition 3.43. For x = uov € Endyz,)(n), we have x =3 . Y.

Proof. We have

WOV =UO0idgyx) oV =10 Z V 0 jenwy oV |ov = Z WOV 0y 0V 0V
V'€ Din(x) V'E€Din(x)
= > uo(Wov)ov= > uoe'ov= > .
V/e@th(x) e'EE(Tth(X)\{*}) y<sx
The second equality follows from Lemma 3.32, and the last equality follows from Lemma 3.42. (I

Corollary 3.44. For x € Endy, ) (n), we have X = [z].
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Proof. Comparing Proposition 3.43 with Equation 3, we find that the change of basis matrix from the basis
given by Temperley-Lieb diagrams to {X | x = wov} coincides with that from Temperley-Lieb diagrams to
{[x] | x =wov}, so the latter two bases coincide. O

4. EQUIVALENCE OF sls—Crys AND CrysTL

To fix notation, let By = {bg, b1, ...,bx} for each indecomposable B) in slo—Crys of highest weight A € Ay =N,
where by is of weight A weight and f(b;) = b;+1 for ¢ = 0,1,...,A — 1 and f(by) = 0. For simplicity, let us also
write B := B, the crystal basis of the defining 2-dimensional representation.

4.1. Equivalence as Monoidal Categories. Define the following two morphisms in slo,—Crys: « is the em-
bedding of By into B® B =~ By @® Bz, and [ is the projection of B ® B onto By. On bases, o and [ are define
explicitly by

a(by) =bo®b1, B(bo®@b1) =bo, B(bo®@bo) = B(b1 ®bo) = (b1 ®@b1) = 0.
Now, we can define a monoidal functor F' : CrysTL — slo—Crys on generators by

1—B
cup — «
cap — (3,

and extend it monoidally and linearly and to direct sums and summands on all of CrysTL, so that n — B®;
in particular, 0 — By. We will show that F' is an equivalence of monoidal categories.

First we shall need the following lemmas:

Lemma 4.1.

“ [

")

Proof. The statement follows directly from applying Definition 3.15 and observing that any term in the expression
for j,, involving cups in the strands m — [ + 1,...m is killed by the zig-zag relation upon [-hooking so that the
remaining terms are exactly of the form j,,_; ® id;. [l

Lemma 4.2.
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Proof.
7
e |
where the second and third equalities follow by Lemma 4.1. The second statement is exactly analogous. (I

Recall that a tensor ideal in a k-linear category C consists of a collection of k-submodules Z(X,Y) € Home(X,Y),
which is stable under precomposition, postcomposition, and tensoring with arbitrary morphisms in C.

Given an ideal Z of C, the quotient category C/Z is by definition the category with the same objects as C and
whose morphisms are given by

Home,z(X,Y) = Home(X,Y)/Z(X,Y).
Then, the functor C — C/Z is a monoidal functor with kernel Z, and indeed the kernel of any monoidal functor
is a tensor ideal. To show that a monoidal functor is faithful, it suffices to show that its kernel is the zero ideal.

Proposition 4.3. CrysTL has no non-trivial tensor ideals.

Proof. Suppose Z is a nonzero tensor ideal of CrysTL, and let f be a nonzero morphism of Z. Writing f = >, ¢;X;,
where {X;} is the semisimple basis of Proposition 3.26, where x; = u; ov; and ¢; € k are nonzero scalars. Assume
without loss of generality that th(x;) < th(x;) whenever ¢ < j. Note that Ty o f o V7 = 17 0 X3 0 V7 = Cljtn(x:)
since all other terms are annihilated by the zig-zag relation or by attaching cups or caps to a Jones—Wenzl
projector. Indeed, if U7 o x; 0 V7 # 0, we must have K (v;) € K(v7) and K (u;) € K(u7); on the other hand, by
assumption, th(zy) < th(x;) yielding equalities of the sets of cups and caps so that z; = ;.

It follows that j; € Z for some k = th(x;) = 0 (where jo = idg by convention), hence so is j; ® ji. By Lemma 4.2
pre-composing ji ® ji with k nested cups and post-composing with k nested caps shows that idg € Z. Therefore,
7 is all of CrysTL. O

In Corollary 4.4, we assume the the codomain of the monoidal functor is non-zero, i.e. not the terminal category,
as it is the only monoidal category in which the unit object is the zero object.
Corollary 4.4. Any k-linear monoidal functor from CrysTL to a non-zero k-linear monoidal category C is

faithful.

Proof. The kernel of such a functor is a proper tensor ideal in CrysTL since it preserves the unit object, which
by assumption is non-zero in C; the statement immediately follows by Proposition 4.3. (I

Corollary 4.5. The functor F : CrysTL — slo—Crys is faithful.
Proposition 4.6. The functor F is full.

Proof. Since F is faithful, we have for every m,n € N an injective linear map
HomCrysTL (m, Q) - Homs[gfcrys(B@Dmv B®n)7
so it suffices to show that

dim Homeyystr (m, n) = dim Homsy, - crys(B®™, B™).
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But this is indeed true since the left-hand side is counting crossingless matchings from m points to n points and

the right handside is equal to dim Hompgep (s1,) (VOm @) where V is the defining representation, and both are

known to be equal to the Catalan number Cm+n. O
2

Finally, note that F' is clearly essentially surjective on objects since any indecomposable B, in slo—Crys is a
summand in F([A]) = B®*, and hence in the image of F. Furthermore, F is monoidal by construction with the
obvious structure maps. Thus, we have shown:

Theorem 4.7. The functor F' : CrysTL — slo—Crys is an equivalence of monoidal categories.

Remark 4.8. If k is algebraically closed, we have an alternative way to prove fullness: first, observe that by
semisimplicity and Schur’s Lemma any morphism in sls — Crys can be written as a linear combination of projec-
tions onto followed by embeddings into irreducible summands; then, note that such projections and embeddings
are in the image of F, which is demonstrated in Lemma 4.16 below. In other words, Lemma 4.16 shows that
F' is a functor of semisimple categories which induces an isomorphism of Grothendieck rings, and hence it is an
equivalence.

Corollary 4.9. The category CrysTL does not admit a braiding.

Proof. From [HeKa, Section 2.3], we know that the category slo—Crys does not admit a braiding. The claim
now follows directly from Theorem 4.7. O

4.2. A Commutor for the Crystal Temperley—Lieb Category. We will now define a commutor for 7 Ly (k)
that endows it with the structure of a coboundary category.

Recall that Z, is the set of all possible cap diagrams in Homy, ) (n, m) for some m < n. Given x € Zy, yp, let
X<m (T€Sp. X=n,) be the diagram obtained by deleting strands m + 1,...,n (resp. 1,...,m)) in the diagram of
x and turning any remaining half-caps into through strands. We call x I-hooked at m if th(x) + 2] = th(x<m) +
th(X=m). We also use the notation hk,,x := [ whenever x is [-hooked at m.

Conversely, starting with two diagrams y € %, and y’ € %, for each I < min{th(y), th(y’)}, there is a unique I-
hooked at m diagram x € %y, 4, such that x<,, =y and x~,, = y’, namely the diagram acquired by concatenating
y and y’ and inductively joining the rightmost through strand of y with the left-most through strand of y’ to
form a cap ! times; we call this operation I-hooking at m and denote it by y ®;y’).

For each n,m € N, we define a map km.n : Zmin = Zmin DY Kmn(X) = Xom Onx,, (x) X<m- For example,

= O2 gaig O2 = l
A A A A (7N

It is easy to see that Kpm © Km,n = idgy and that th(km, »(x)) = th(x).

m+4n
Next define a function 7, @ Zmyn — Homyr (m ® n,n ® m) given by 7y n(X) = Kmn(X) © jenx) © X
In particular, it is the max-summand morphism of k,, ,(x) o X, using the terminology of Definition 3.25. For
example, the computation of k34 on the diagram above shows that

=/

(Imm) -
A A

We are finally ready to define the commutor.
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Theorem 4.10. The maps opm n € Homyr i) (m®n,n®m) given by

Ommn = Z Tm,n(x) = Z Hm,n(x) © jth(x) oX

XEDm4n XEDm+n

define a natural (in m and n) isomorphism, and satisfy the coboundary commutor axioms, turning T Lo(k) into
a coboundary category.

Together with the formulas for j,, given in the previous section, one can explicitly compute the commutor in
terms of basis diagrams; for example,

2= | | !\'\U\ !U‘/\ !'U/\ .

LN e A

v v v v v v
= - — - + + +
) N N N N N

Proof. Naturality: We show naturality in m and a completely analogous argument shows naturality in n. Given
any morphism f : m — m’, we wish to show that om' n 0 (f ®idn) = (idy ®F) © Omn. Since Temperley-Lieb
diagrams form a basis of all morphisms, it suffices to show this equality for a Temperley—Lieb diagram f. Note
that for any x € P41, We have T n(x) o (f ® idn) = 0 unless K (f) € K(x); indeed, if we glue a cup at (4, )
in f with a cap at (i,k) or (k,j) (# (i,7)) in x we get zero by the zig-zag relation, and if we glue a cup in f to
two through strands of x, we get zero upon composition with the Jones—Wenzl projector by Proposition 3.19. It
follows that if f has a cup (4, j), then 7,/ »(x) o (f ®idy) # 0 if and only if 7,,,/ »(x) has a cap at (z,7) if and only
if Ty n(x) has a cup at (i + n,j + n). Analogously, f has a cap (i, ), then (idy ®f) o 7, n(x) # 0 if and only if
Tm,n(x) has a cup at (i, 7) if and only if 7,5, ,(x) has a cap at (i —n,j —n). Thus, we wish to show that

Z T/ n(X) 0 (f®idy) = Z (idn ®F) © Ty n (X).
XE@WL/+H Xe?rn#»n
?(f)gK(‘rm/,n(x)) K(f)SK(Tm,n(x))

Next, consider the map x — x o (f ®id) from the indexing set of the left-handside summation to the indexing set
of the right-handside summation. This is well-defined since x o (f ® idy,) are cap diagrams by the argument just
given, and K (f) € K (xo (f®idy) as x is a cap diagram. This map is a bijection with the inverse x + x o (foidy)
(the inverse is well-defined for similar reasons); indeed, xo (f®idy)o (foidy) = x since K (f) € K(x) and similarly
for composition in the other direction. Hence, it suffices to prove that the equality holds term by term under
this bijection, i.e. for every x € Z,/ 4, such that K(f) € K (T (X)), we have

K/ n(X) ©jen(x) 0 X 0 (f®idn) = (idp ®F) 0 K n(x 0 (f®idpn)) 0 jen(x) © (X 0 (f®idp)).

This is consequence of the equality

Fm/n(X) = (Idp ®F) 0 Kpn(x o (f®idya)),
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which is proved by applying (—) to the following computation:
Kmn(x 0 (f®idp)) o (idy ®F) = Kmn(x 0 (f®idy)) o (id, ®F)
= [(xo (f®idp))>m @1 (x o (f ®idn))<m] © (idp ®F)
= [Xsm Ot (X< © F)] © (idn ®F)
= Xom O (Xgmr 0 F 0 f)
= Xom Ol X<m? = Ky n(X),
where | = hk,,/ (x) = hky,(x o (f®idn)). This completes the proof for naturality of om n.

Next we prove that o satisfies the properties of a commutor for coboundary category. The unit axiom is obvious
as the unit morphisms in 7 Ly(k) are trivial; and the fact that o n is an isomorphism follows from the symmetry
axiom, so it remains to show the latter and the cactus axiom.

Symmetry Aziom: Since K, is a bijection on P4, whose inverse is Ky, m, and since th(km, ,(x)) = th(x), we
have

Onm ©O0m,n = Z Hn,m(y) © jth(y) oy |]©o Z Km,n(x) o jth(x) oX

XEDm4n XEDm+n

= Z Hn,m(y) © jth(y) oy |©° Z Xxo jth(x) o Kn,m(x)
XE@WL+7L Xe@WL+n

= Z Kn,m(Y) © Jth(y) ©Y ©X O jin(x) © Kn,m(X)
(xy)e2?

m+n

= Z Hn,m(x) o jth(x) © Kn,m (X)

Xe@m#»n

= Z Xxo jth(x) oX = idg@ga

XEDm+n
where we’ve used the orthogonality and sum statements of Corollary 3.34 for the fourth and the last equalities,
respectively.

Cactus Aziom: Since associativity maps are obvious in 7 Ly(k), we ignore them here. We wish to show that the
following diagram commutes:

.
r@s@t =25 g

t
Uz,§®id5l J/JL,'H»S

Let us examine which terms in the summation

Or,s+t © (idy ®0s 1) = Z Tr,s+¢(Y) © (1dp @75 £ (x))

(YrX)EDrt s+t X Dt

are nonzero. Notice that for any given y € Dy 444, if kst (X) # Ysr € Dyyt, we get

Jeny) ©Y © (ide ®(Ks,1(X) ©Jen(x))) = 0

since we get a cup or cap annihilating a Jones—Wenzl projector, or a zig-zag. Thus, 7, s1++(y) o (idy ®7s¢(x)) # 0
only if x = k¢ s(y>,) and

Ors+t © (idr ®0s,¢) = 2 Trs+t(Y) © (idy ®7s,¢ (K5 (Y>r)))-

YEDrts+t



A COBOUNDARY TEMPERLEY-LIEB CATEGORY FOR sl3-CRYSTALS 25

Similarly,
Or+s,t © (0rs ®idy) = Z Trts,t(Y) © (Tr,s(Ks r (Y<rts)) @ idy).

YEDr s+t

To prove that the Cactus Axiom diagram commutes, we shall match the terms of the sum one by one using the
bijection &t 45 0 K st 1 Drystt = Dryste. Letting y =y, Or y: ©1 ys for some y, € Z,, Yy € % and y; € Z,,
we get Y’ 1= K¢ 150K s1t(Y) = Ys Ok Yr Or Y. The following computation (illustrated pictorially in the diagram
that follows) shows that the y-term of oy s1¢ 0 (idy ®0s¢) equals the y'-term of opis¢ © (0rs ® idy), and hence
summing over all Y € P4 .4+ we see that the Cactus Axiom diagram commutes:

') o )th(y y/ © ((Ulsr-ﬁ-s © jth(y’érﬂ) © HS,T(Ulsr-f-s)) ® idi)

Trtst () © (T (s, (Yras)) ® i) = Frrse(y')
= Kr4s, t(y’ © jtn(y’) ((idth(y’ST+s) ojth(ygr+s) © “s,r(ylswrs)) O)] y/>7"+s)
= Kr+s, t(U/ © jen(y’) o (Ks,r(Ysrrs) Orysrgs)
= Frgs,t(Ftrts © Krsit(Y)) ©deney) © (Ks,r (Ys Or Yr) Or Ye)

= For,s+(Y) © jen(y) © (Ur Ok Ys Or Yse)
= Fps+t(Y) 0 jtn(y) © Y<r Ok Ft,s(Ysr))
Forsrt(Y)
= Frs4t(Y) ©en(y) ©Y © (Idr @U=7 © Jengy_,) © Ft.s(Ysr)))

)
)
= Krs+t(Y) O Jenty) © (Y<r Ok (idenry-,) OFenty=,) © Ft,s(Y>r)))
)
= Trs+(Y) © (ide @75 ¢ (K5 (Y>r))),

where the third and eighth equalities implicitly use Lemma 4.1 below.

y’-term y-term
Yt [Us | Yr Yt [Us | Ur Yt | Us | Ur Ut [Ys | Ur Ut [Ys | Ur

JW JW JW JW JW O
Ys | Yr | Yt Yr | Yt | Us
—— = id = = id = —T— Ok
yS yT yt ys

. Y Yr | Ys | Yt Yr .

JW |id, JW JW id,| JW ®

yr ys yr ys ys yt ys yt

O

Definition 4.11. Define the diagram reversal operations on cap diagrams ¥ : &,, — %, by letting ¥(z) be the
diagram acquired by vertically reflecting x about its center.

Using diagram reversal operations, we can see how the cactus group acts on tensor products in T Lg (k).

Corollary 4.12. The interval reversal morphisms of T Lo(k) (with the commutor defined in Theorem 4.10) are

given by

sW:idE@(Z I(X) 0 n(x >®1dn q

XED
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Ezample 4.13. The map 514 € Endy,, ) (58) is given by

(> () () w N
81,4: + + + + +
m m m m m M
> > () ()
m m m m

The proof of this corollary involves lengthy, but straight-forward computations, so we omit the details.

Proof Sketch. It suffices to prove this formula for s, since other interval reversal morphisms are acquired from
such via tensoring with identity maps. By the recursive formula given for interval reversal maps in Subsection 2.2,
we have

Siim =01,1,n ©022n 0 00n—-1n—1,n,

where 0 ; , may be alternatively written as idﬂ ®01,n-i—1. Using the formula of Theorem 4.10 we get
Sin = ( Z T17n_1(X)> O idl® Z 7‘17n_2(x) O---0 (idn_2 Z Tl,l(X)) .
XED, XEDp_1 XED2

Expanding and eliminating zero terms (due to zig-zags or cups/caps annihilating Jones Wenzl projectors) we end
up with only one term involving each cap diagram x € Z,,; more explicitly,

S1,m = Z (:‘%—1,1 O Kp—220---0 Fél,n—l)(x) © jth(x) o X.
XED,

Finally, one can show that ¥ = k,_11 0Kkp—220- - 0K1 n_1. O

4.3. Equivalence as Coboundary Categories. Due to naturality of the morphisms constituting a coboundary
structure, the one defined in the last section on T Ly (k) extends uniquely to a coboundary structure on its Cauchy
completion CrysTL (see (2) and the explanations there). Proving that the equivalence F' defined above is an
equivalence of coboundary categories relies on defining a bijection between cap diagrams on n strands on the one
hand and direct summands of B®" on the other.

Notation 4.14. Let C be a component of highest weight A and highest weight element ¢ of the crystal B = B®",
So, the elements of C' are co,c1 := f(co),...,cx := f*(co). Let Oy (resp. C_) be the component of highest
weights A+ 1 (resp. A —1) of B® C generated by the highest weight elements by ® ¢y (resp. by ® ¢1). Note that
C_ is not defined if C is of highest weight 0 in which case we only get one component, C. in B®"*+!. Similarly,
let C* (resp. C7) be the component of highest weights A + 1 (resp. A — 1) of C ® B generated by the highest
weight elements ¢y ® by (resp. ¢o ® by).

Consider the map ®,, : &,, — %,, between the set %,, of cap diagrams on n strands and the set %,, of connected
components of B®" defined recursively as follows: define ®¢(idg) = By = 1; and for every x € %, define
Dpi1(xOpidy) = @, (x)1 and @41 (x ©1id1) = Py (x)~, whenever defined. It is easy to verify that this defines
a bijection.

The following branching graph depicts this recursively-defined bijection up to n = 4.
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So a cap diagram x can be represented by a unique sequence sx = $182...8, of + and — (the edges of the
branching graph leading to it); e.g. Scap@cap = + — +—. Such a sequence should be interpreted as
. . . . 0 s;=+
x=((...((1do On, id1) On, id1) ...) On, id1), where h; = .
= -
On the other hand, under the bijection ®,,, we have ®,,(x) = (... (((1)**)*2...))*" which, by definition of C*, is
the irreducible summand with highest weight element by, ® bp, ® - - - @ by, -

Before we complete the prove that F' is coboundary, we shall need the following two lemmas.

Lemma 4.15. Giveny € 92, and h € {0,1}, we have ®p, 11 (idl(Dhy) = {@n(y)Jr h=0
Pn(y)- h=1

Proof. Since the equality in question is that of two irreducible components of B®"*1 it suffices to show that they
have the same highest weight element. Keeping the notation of the proof of Theorem 4.17, let sy = s152...5, be
a + sequence describing the unique path to y in the branching graph of ®,,, and hihs...h, the corresponding
binary sequence. By definition, the highest weight element of ®,,(y) = (... ((1)°)%2...)" is by, Qbp, ® - - by, .
Thus, the highest weight element of ®,,(y)+ is given by by ® by, ®bp, ® - - - ® by, which is also the highest weight
element of (... (((2)7)%1)%2...)% = ®&,,1(id1 Ooy).

The highest weight element of ®,,(y)— is given by by ® f(bn, ® b, ® - - - ® by, ), which, by a repeated application
of Definition 2.4, is equal to bg @by, ® -+ Q f(bn;) ® - - - ® by, , where 4 is minimum in {1,...,n} such that h; =0
and bp,,, ®--- @by, is a highest weight element of B®"~ The component of B®"~% generated by the highest
weight element by,,, ® --- ® by, is precisely that which corresponds to the diagram y-; under ®,_;. And the
condition that by,,, ® --- ® by, is of highest weight guarantees that hk;(y) = 0; indeed, if hk;(y) # 0, we would
have h;11 = 1, which according to Definition 2.4 implies e(bp,,, ® - -®bn,) = bo @by, ,, ®- - @by, # 0, meaning
that by, , ® - - ® by, is not of highest weight. It follows by minimality of ¢ that ¢ is the leftmost through strand
of y. Furthermore, by ®bp, ® -+ ® f(bp,) R+ - Rbp, = by R®bp, ®+-®b1 ®---®by, , where by and by occur in the
first and (i + 1)*" places, respectively. On the other hand, idy ®1y is by definition the diagram resulting from
hooking the first strand to the leftmost through strand, namely ¢ of y, so that (1,i+1) € K (idy ®1y). Therefore,
the highest weight element of <I>n+1(idl O1y) isalso bp @by, ® - b1 ® -+ ® by, , where by and by occur in the
first and (i + 1) places, respectively. O

Lemma 4.16. Given x € 9,, with th(x) =k,

e F(jpox): B® — B® js the projection map onto the summand ®,,(x).
e F(Xoji): B® — B®" s the embedding of the top summand By of BO* onto the summand ®,,(x).
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Proof. Note that a basis for B®" is given by elements of the form b;, ® b, ® --- ® b;,, where i; € {0,1}, and
to simplify notation, let us write such an element simply as i1 ® io ® - -+ ® i,. Recall that K(x) is the set of
pairs (r,s) such that there is a cap in in x joining the 7" and s'"" strands. By definition of F(cap), we have
Fx)(i1 ® -+ ®ip) = 0 unless (ir,rs) = (0,1) whenever (r,s) € K(x). Moreover, F(x) is equal to the element
resulting from deleting every 4, and i, from i1 ® - - - ® 45, (leaving the rest unchanged) whenever (r, s) € K(x). It
follows that F(x) is the projection map B®" — B®F projecting onto the product of the factors corresponding to
through strands of x.

Next, observe that, by functoriality and additivity of F' as well as the properties of the Jones—Wenzl projectors
in Lemma 3.22, the morphism F(ji)

(1) can be written as id gor +, where z is in the ideal F(th<k(k,k));
(2) is an idempotent;
(3) is annihilated by F(cupy;; ;) and F(capy; ;) (by Proposition 3.19 and functoriality).

Since F' is an equivalence, crystal morphisms satisfying all of these three properties are unique by Lemma 3.22.
However, the projection onto the top summand B®* — B®* also satisfies all three properties, and hence F(jj)
is the projection onto the top summand By < B®F. Tt follows that F(j; o x) is the projection map onto the
irreducible summand whose highest weight element is i1 ® - - - ® i, with (ir,is) = (0,1) whenever (r,s) € K(x).
But that is exactly the summand ®,,(x). This proves the first claim of the lemma. The second claim is proved
by a dual and completely analogous argument. (I

Theorem 4.17. The equivalence F : CrysTL — slo—Crys is a coboundary functor.

Proof. Let o7% and ¢°"2 denote the coboundary structures of CrysTL and sl—Crys, respectively; and, to

simplify notation, let a%fn = a;fﬂ and af,i?n = a”gém pon- Since the structure morphisms of F' are trivial, the
diagram of Definition 2.11 reduces to showing that F (UX%) = U;.[(ZA) F(B) for all objects A and B of CrysTL.

By naturality of the coboundary structure, it suffices to show that F intertwines the coboundary structures
before applying the Cauchy completion, i.e. we wish to show F (agﬁn) = afr’fn for all m,n € N. Since all the
coboundary morphisms oy, ,, can be recursively recovered from oy ,, (see Subsection 2.2), it suffices to show that
F (0‘{5) =" for all n e N.

1,n

Let us examine the action of ai[fl on connected components. By naturality of the coboundary structure, the map

ai‘; must send the connected components of B® C' to the components of C'® B for every connected component

5[2
1,n

C_ to C~ (identically) for every component C' of B®", since weights must be preserved.

C of B®", since Jilfl commutes with projections onto any component. It follows that o] 2 maps C to C* and

Observe now that, by Lemma 4.16, for any x € 2,41 with th(x) = k, the map
F(k1n(x) 0jr 0x) = F(k1n(x)0jr) o F(jx ox) : BE"Tt — pontl

takes the component ®,,41(x) identically to the component ®,,1(x1,,(x)) and kills every other component.

Hence, their sum F(o7 ) permutes all the summands of B®" ! via ®,,11(x) — Py y1(k1,0(x)).

To finish the proof, we need to show that, writing ®,1(x) = Cy for a connected component C' of B®" we get
Py, 41(k1,n(x)) = CF, whence the actions of F(o] 5) and oi‘; on all summands agree. Indeed, writing x = id1 Opy

for some y € Z,, and h € {0, 1}, we see that ®,,41(x) = ®,,(y)+ by Lemma 4.15. Now,

Dpi1(k1,0(x) = Pry1(k1,0(idL OnY)) = Pri1(y Opidy) = (I)n(y)i-
O

Remark 4.18. In [HeKa], a commutor for U,(slz) is defined for ¢ # 0, which is reminiscent of that for the crystal
case. It would be interesting to give a diagrammatic description of that coboundary structure on Rep(U,(sl2)),
building on our description. However, in contrast to the crystal case, the coefficients appearing in the linear
combinations in such a description would likely be complicated, and beyond the scope of this article.
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Remark 4.19. A crucial ingredient in our diagrammatic construction of the commutor ¢ in Subsection 4.2 is
the permutation ki, , of the set %4, of cap diagrams (equivalently, of the summands of B®™*"). Finding a
representation-theoretic interpretation of such permutations is, to the best of the authors’ knowledge, an open
problem.

5. FIBER FUNCTORS

In this section, we assume k = C.

Recall that a fiber functor on a multiring category C over k is a faithful, exact, k-linear monoidal functor

U : C — vec. We denote the category of fiber functors on C, whose morphisms are the monoidal transformations
of fiber functors, by Fib(C).

Remark 5.1. If C is rigid and 1 is simple, e.g. if C is a tensor category, then an exact k-linear monoidal functor
C — veck is automatically faithful, see [De, Corollaire 2.10]. For a counterexample in the non-rigid case, see
[DS-PS, Example 2.20].

Lemma 5.2. Any k-linear monoidal functor on CrysTL is a fiber functor. Moreover, there are equivalences
between the category of fiber functors on CrysTL, the category MonFuny (T Ly(k), vec), and that of fiber functors
on sls—Crys.

Proof. By Corollary 3.36, CrysTL is semisimple, so any k-linear functor from it is exact. By Corollary 4.4, such
a functor is also necessarily faithful. Thus Fib(CrysTL) = MonFuny(CrysTL, vec).
For the latter claim, we have found equivalences
MonFung (7 Ly(k), vec) ~ MonFung (CrysTL, vec) = Fib(CrysTL) ~ Fib(sla—Crys).
O

A detailed account of fiber functors on Rep(Uy(sl2)) is given in [EO], which uses the results of [Tur| to conclude
that Rep(U,(sl2)) is the free monoidal category on a self-dual object of categorical dimension [2],. We give a
slight reformulation of one of the observations in [EO], [Tur].

Definition 5.3. Let C be a rigid monoidal category, with a fixed rigid structure consisting of choices of right dual
objects XY for X € C, and evaluation and coevaulation morphismsevy : 1 - XV ® X and coevy : X® XY — 1.
We denote by £(C) the category whose objects are triples (X,nx : 1 - X ® X,ex : X ® X — 1) such that
(X®ex)o(nx®X)=1idx = (ex ® X) o (X ® nx). For morphisms, we set

Home c) (X, nx,ex),(Xonx,ex) = {f € Home(X,Y) [ (f® f) onx =ny and ey o (f® f) = ex}.
Let Y(C) be the category whose objects are pairs (X, ®x), where X € C and ®x : X — XV is an isomorphism.

For morphisms, we set
Homyc)((X, ®x), (Y, ®y)) = {g € Home(X,Y) | @x = g¥ o @y o g and @3' = go @y o g¥}.

Clearly, Y(C) is a groupoid, and the latter condition can be replaced by ®y = (g71)¥ o ®x 0 g~L.

The following can be used to prove [EO, Theorem 2.1], [Tur, Chapter XII].
Lemma 5.4. The assignments
£(C) — Y(C)
(X,nx,ex) — (X, (X ®ex) o (coevx ®X))
f—f
(X, (@;{1 ® X)ocoevy,evy o( X @ Px)) «— (X, Dx)
g<—g

define mutually quasi-inverse equivalences of categories.
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The category £(C) is that of monoidal functors and transformations from the category B obtained by removing
the circle evaluation relation from the definition of the ordinary Temperley—Lieb category for ¢ # 0. Thus in
particular the category of fiber functors on 7 L4(k) embeds in it. On the other hand, for C = vecy, the category
Y(C) is the groupoid of non-degenerate bilinear forms. Further, in this case the choice of the rigid structure
is inessential since the set of rigid structures on C is a trivial torsor on the group of monoidal automorphisms
Autg(Ide) of the identity functor on C.

Given a monoidal functor F' : TLy(k) — C, one can still define a functor analogous to that from £(C) to Y(C)
using the morphism F(1® cap) o F(1) ® coevp(q) € C(F (1), F'(1)¥), but this is merely an analogue of translation
between bilinear forms and linear maps V' — V*. Crucially, F(1®cap)o F(1) ®coevp(y € C(F(1), F'(1)") is not
invertible, so we do not have an equation analogous to

(4) (X ®ex) o (coevx ®X)) ™ = (X @evx) o (nx ® X),

so F(cap) and F(cup) do not determine each other. Indeed, in what follows we will consider the space of fiber
functors with fixed space F'(1) and bilinear form F(cap).

Given a bilinear map b on a space V, let £(b) denote the left radical of b, given by {ve V | b(v,—) = 0}, and
denote by R(b) the right radical of b.
Lemma 5.5. There is an equivalence of categories
Fib(CrysTL) ~ &,
where the objects of &y are triples (V,b,t), where b is a bilinear form on V, and t € R(b) ® L(b) is such that

b(t) = 1. A morphism f € Homg,((V,b,t), (V',b',t")) is a linear map which is a morphism of bilinear spaces
from b to b such that (f® f)(t) =t

Proof. Using Lemma 5.2, it suffices to observe that
MonFung (7 Lo(k), vec) — &
U — (U(1),U(cap), U(cup))
T
is an equivalence. And indeed, the circle evaluation is satisfied if and only if b(t) = 1, and zig-zag relations are

satisfied if and only if t € V ®x L(b) and t € R(b) ®x V respectively, showing that t € R(b) ®x L(b). For the
morphisms, this follows from the presentation defining 7 Lo (k). O

In this section we will consider orthogonal decompositions of bilinear forms. To emphasize that the category of
bilinear forms is not additive, we use the symbol | for such decompositions, rather than the symbol @, indicating
the decomposition of the underlying spaces.

Corollary 5.6. Let (V,b,t) € &, and let (V',b',t) be a triple consisting of a space V', a bilinear form b’ on V'
and t € R(W) ® L(W) be such that b'(t") = 0. The triple (V',b',t') = (V,b,t) := (V'@ V,b' L b,t+1t') is an
object of Ey. We refer to it as the inflation of (V,b,t) by (V',b’,t).

Observe that for ¢ # 0, we would need b, b’ to be non-degenerate, and the resulting triple would specify a fiber
functor for parameter value g + ¢’ rather than q.

Proposition 5.7. The projection w: V' @V — V and the injection v : V — V' @V are morphisms of &. In
particular, Fib(CrysTL) is not a groupoid.

Proof. This follows immediately from (r ® 7)o (t+t') =t, and (b L b')(t+t') = b(t) + b'(t') = 1. O

Proposition 5.7 gives a different proof of the fact that CrysTL is not rigid, in view of [BV, Lemma 3.4]. We give
a Hopf-theoretic interpretation of this.

Proposition 5.8. Let C be a ring category admitting fiber functors U,U’ and a mon-invertible monomorphism
v:U <= U’'. Then C is not rigid.
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Proof. Recall that the functors U(—)* and U’(—)* are of the form Hom¢(—, A)* and Home(—, A)* for objects
A, A" € Ind(C) — see e.g. [EGNO, Theorem 1.10.1]. The oplax monoidal structures on U, U’ respectively imply
that Home(—, A) and Home(—, A) are lax monoidal, and thus so are their Ind-extensions Homp,q(cy(—, 4) and
Homppq(ey(—, A) (see [SZ, Proposition 2.27] for details). Since Ind(C) is locally finitely presentable, we have
a monoidal equivalence Ind(C) ~ Lexy(C°P, Vec) between the Ind-completion of C and the category of left
exact presheaves on C, where the latter is endowed with Day convolution. The lax monoidal structures on
Homyppq(ey(—, A) and Homy,q(c)(—, A) correspond to monoid structures on them in Lexy(C°P, Vec) (see [Da,
Example 3.2.2|, [MMSS, Proposition 22.1]). Thus A and A’ are monoids in Ind(C) and v gives rise to a monoid
epimorphism T : A — A’. Tt is easy to see that then A’ ~ A/Ker(T) as monoids. Thus, we find a full, faithful,
finitary functor T : mod¢(A/I) — modc(A), preserving compact objects.

However, since U is a fiber functor, we may write C = mod U(A). Then the category mod¢(A) is precisely the
category of Hopf modules for the Hopf algebra U(A). Thus, if we assume C to be a tensor category, and hence
A to be Hopf, then by the fundamental theorem of Hopf modules we find mod¢(A) ~ Vec. Then, T must be
an equivalence: the image of its restriction to compact object defines a non-zero Cauchy complete subcategory
of vec, which must coincide with vec. This implies that Al = In(A® I — A® A 2% A) = 0. Thus, so is the
image of the inclusion I — A, obtained by precomposing the morphism defining Al with ns ® I, where 14 is the
unit of A. Thus I = 0 and so v is invertible. O

We now continue our study of the category Fib(CrysTL). Recall from [Ga] that the isometry classes of inde-
composable degenerate bilinear forms are given by nilpotent Jordan blocks, J; = (0), Jo = () and so on.
We denote the bilinear form associated to J,, by J,,. Again following [Ga], we find that a given bilinear form b
decomposes as
— Lmy Lmo Lmy,

b= bndeg L 7™ L J3™ Lo LI,
where the isomorphism class of the non-degenerate form b,gce and the multiplicities my, ..., my are uniquely
determined.

Denoting by e, ..., e, the standard basis vectors, we see that R(J,) = Span{e1} and £(J,) = Span{e,}. In
particular, (J,)|r,)@c0,) # 0 implies n = 2.

Proposition 5.9. Any fiber functor is isomorphic to a functor of the form (V' b’ t') > (k®2™ J3™ t), where
te R(J3™)® L(J3™) and m > 0.

Proof. Let (V,b,t) € &. Choose a decomposition b = by L b’ so that Jo does not appear in the decomposition
of b’, and by ~ J3™. Write V = V' @ V; for the resulting direct sum decomposition of V. Write t = t, + t’ for
the resulting decomposition of t. Then b’|z )@@y = 0, and thus b(t') = 0, and b’(t') = 0. Further, ty # 0 as
b(tz +t') # 0. Thus m > 0. We find (V,b,t) = (V/,b/,t') = (Va, by, ta) =~ (V', b/, t/) = (kO2™ J3™ t). O

For a fixed vector space V and bilinear form b on V', we will now study the problem of determining the isomorphism
classes of fiber functors U satisfying U(1) = V and U(cap) = b. As seen in Equation 4, for generic non-zero ¢,
there is only one such isomorphism class. We will see that for ¢ = 0 this is not the case.

Let Aut(b) denote the isometry group of b. The following is an immediate consequence of Lemma 5.5:

Corollary 5.10. Let V be a finite-dimensional vector space and let b be a bilinear form on V. Then
{U € Fib(CrysTL) | U(1) = V,U(cap) = b}/~= (R(b) ® L(b))/ <t ~t if Jpe Aut(b) : (0@ p)(t) = t’>.

We say that b is of even type if no odd-dimensional Jordan blocks appear in its orthogonal decomposition
into indecomposable forms. If the only Jordan blocks appearing are those of the form .Jy, we say that b is
of homogeneous even type. We will also frequently decompose b as bpgeg L bideg, the orthogonal sum of its
non-degenerate part and totally degenerate part.

We now recall some of the results of [D, Sections 4,5]. Observe that we use the opposite convention for Jor-
dan blocks to [P], where such blocks are subdiagonal. By [D, Proposition 5.1], if b is of even type, then the
decomposition b = bpgeg L brdeg is unique, given by a generalized eigenspace decomposition. In that case,
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Aut(b) = Aut(bygeg) X Aut(bndeg), and since R(b), L(b) S byaeg, we can reduce to study the orbits of the action
of Aut(bigeg) on R(b) ® L(b).

An even-dimensional indecomposable degenerate bilinear form d given by a nilpotent Jordan block decomposes
as a direct sum of two Aut(d)-invariant subspaces £ (b) and R*(b). We have L*(J,,) = {e2, eq4,..., €2} and
R*(Jm) = {e1,€3,...,€2m—-1}. Ordering the standard basis as (e, es,...,€m—1,€2,...,€2,), the matrix of the
bilinear form turns to ( J?n 16"' ) where I,,, is the m x m identity matrix and J,, an m x m nilpotent Jordan block.
More generally, for a totally degenerate form with no odd-dimensional components, we can find a basis with
respect to which the bilinear form’s matrix is (§ {) where I is an identity matrix and J is a direct sum of Jordan

blocks with eigenvalue zero. With respect to this basis, the matrix of an isometry is of the form

(5) (5 adr),

where AJ = JA. In particular, A is a direct sum of polynomials in the respective blocks of J. We may formulate
the previous observation as follows:

Lemma 5.11. The action of Aut(b) on R(b) ® L(b) factors through the action of GL(R(b)), where the latter is
given by A— (A-—)® (AT - —), following Equation 5.

We may identify the actions of Aut(b) and of Auty,1(R* (b)) on R*(b), where we endow R*(b) with the
k[z]-module structure given by J. The right radical R(b) is the socle of that module.

Write R for the k[z]-module R*(b). Then R = @._; R where R = {ve R|2'v =0 and z'~'v # 0}. This
is the grading on R associated to the radical filtration on it. The basis we have previously chosen for R is such
that the matrix of - — : R®) — R*=1 ig of the form (), where I is an identity matrix.

Let b be of even type, and let by; = J3:** be the block of b consisting of its Jordan blocks of size 2i. Further, let
Ro; = R(bg;). In particular, R(b) = Re L Ry L -+ L Rag.

Lemma 5.12. The image of the homomorphism Aut(b) — GL(R(V')) consists of the matrices of the form

GL(Ry) 0 0

Homk(Rg,R4) GL(R4) 0

: GL(R;) 0
Homk(RQ, Rgd) Homk(R4, Rgd) e GL(Rgd)

Proof. Clearly, it suffices to check the case b = Jop, L Joy,, with £ < m. Using the identification of the actions
of Aut(b) and of Auty,j(R*(b)), showing that for g € Aut(b) and k¥ < m, we have g(Ram) N Rax = {0}
can be done by proving that for the k[z]-modules given by Jor and Jo,,, a morphism v : Ja,, — Jai sends
Soc(Jam) to zero. This follows by v being non-injective, but can also be seen by Soc(Jam) = Rad*™(Ja,,) and
v(Rad*™(Jam)) € Rad®™ (Jar) = {0}.

It suffices to show that given v, € GL(Soc(Jak)),ym € GL(Soc(J2n,) and § € Homy(Jak, Jom,), there is an

Y O
S Ym

. The automorphism we define is
(% )
graded, in the bases we considered previously (where z- = ({)) it is given by by J,il) @Y 22 am/,

00
for [ < k and by J,gl) @ J,(i) M J,gl) ® J,(i) for Kk <1 < m, as then JQ(Q = {0}. Using the matrix description
of the action of x it is easy to see that these assignments commute with the action. O

automorphism of £ : Jop @ Jom such that &|goc(,,@.,,) 1S given by (

7@

Corollary 5.13. If b is of even type, then the morphism Aut(b) — GL(R(b)) is surjective if and only if b is of
homogeneous even type.

Corollary 5.14. If b is of homogeneous even type, then (R(b) ® L(b))/ Aut(b) = (R(b) ® L(b))/ GL(R(V)),

where the latter action is that described in Equation 5.
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Corollary 5.15. Let b be of homogeneous even type. The action of GL(R(V)) on {t € R(b) ® L(b) | b(t) = 1}
is isomorphic to that of GL,(k) on {A € Mat,xn (k) | Tr(A) = 1}. The dimension of the associated affine GIT
quotient is n — 1.

Proof. The action described in Equation 5 is clearly isomorphic to GL, (k) acting on k" ®k™ by letting g € GL,, (k)
map v @ w to (g-v) ® (¢ 1)T - w. The map k™ @ k" — Mat,,«, (k) sending v ® w to vw? is a GL, (k)-module

isomorphism to the conjugation action. The bases €J¥, ..., eR for R(V) and ef,...,eR for £(V) are such that
b(ef,ef) = i, so b(v ® w) = Tr(vw”) and the trace condition follows. The affine GIT quotient associated to

the conjugation action of GL,, (k) is well-known: a matrix A is sent to the orbit of the diagonal matrix whose
entries are the generalized eigenvalues of A, with multiplicities, and for the GL,, (k)-invariant regular functions
we have O(Mat,,x, (k)5 = Kk[cy, ..., ¢,], the coefficients of the characteristic polynomial. Since ¢; = — Tr,
the dimension of {A € Mat, xn (k) | Tr(A) =1} isn — 1. O

Note that the latter part of Corollary 5.15 can also be shown by observing that {A € Mat,,x, (k) | Tr(A4) = 1} is
an isomorphic GL,,(k)-module to s, (k).

The dimension computed in Corollary 5.15 is to be compared with [EO], quantifying the difference between the
case ¢ # 0, where determining U(1) and U(cap) specifies the fiber functor uniquely, whereas in our case we get
an affine space of closed orbits of solutions. In the extreme case b = J3™, the dimension of U(1) is 2m, while the
dimension of the GIT quotient is m — 1.
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