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Abstract

Let K denote a field and let d denote a nonnegative integer. Let A denote a
K-algebra isomorphic to Matgy1(K). An element of A is called multiplicity-free when-
ever its eigenvalues are mutually distinct and contained in K. Let A and A* denote
multiplicity-free elements in A. Let {Ei}?:(] (resp. {EY glzo) denote an ordering of
the primitive idempotents of A (resp. A*.) For 0 < i < d let 0; (resp. 60)) denote
the eigenvalue of A (resp. A*) for E; (resp. E}.) Let V denote an irreducible left
A-module. By a decomposition of V we mean a sequence {Ui}glzo consisting of 1-
dimensional subspaces of V' such that V = Z?:o Ui. A decomposition {U;}4_, of V
is said to be split (with respect to the orderings {E;}? o, {Ef}% ) whenever both (i)
(A — HZI)UZ = Ui+1 (0 < ) < d— 1), (A — HdI)Ud = 0; and (ii) (A* — H:I)UZ = Ui—l
(1<i<d), (A*=051)Uy = 0. We show there exists at most one decomposition of V'
which is split with respect to {E;}¢_,, {E;}L,. We show the following are equivalent:
(i) there exists a decomposition of V which is split with respect to {E;}% o, {E} }L;
(ii) both

0, ifi—j>1;
£0, fi—j=1

0, if j—i>1;

@A%:{ 40, if joi=1

&m@:{
for 0 < 4,j < d. We call the sequence (A; A*;{E;}% ;{Ef}L,) a Leonard system
whenever both

0, if [i—j|>1;
£0, if [i—jl=1

0, if [i—j|>1;

EiAEj:{ A0, if [i—j] =1

&m@:{
for 0 < 4,j < d. We show (A; A% {E;}Lo;{E7}% ) is a Leonard system if and
only if both (i) there exists a decomposition of V' which is split with respect to
(B} o, {Ef}L; (i) there exists a decomposition of V which is split with respect
to {Eq_i}d o, {EF}L . We also show (A; A% {E;}L ; {E}4,) is a Leonard system if
and only if both (i) there exists a decomposition of V' which is split with respect to
(B}, {E; YL ; (ii) there exists an antiautomorphism f of A such that AT = A and
At = A%,



1 Leonard pairs and Leonard systems

We begin by recalling the notion of a Leonard pair [6], [12], [13], [14], [15], [16], [, [I8. We
will use the following terms. Let X denote a square matrix. Then X is called tridiagonal
whenever each nonzero entry lies on either the diagonal, the subdiagonal, or the superdiag-
onal. Assume X is tridiagonal. Then X is called irreducible whenever each entry on the
subdiagonal is nonzero and each entry on the superdiagonal is nonzero.

We now define a Leonard pair. For the rest of this paper K will denote a field.

Definition 1.1 [73, Definition 1.1] Let V' denote a vector space over K with finite positive
dimension. By a Leonard pair on V, we mean an ordered pair of linear transformations
A:V =V and A*: V — V which satisfy both (i), (ii) below.

(i) There exists a basis for V' with respect to which the matrix representing A is irreducible
tridiagonal and the matrix representing A* is diagonal.

(ii) There exists a basis for V' with respect to which the matrix representing A* is irreducible
tridiagonal and the matrix representing A is diagonal.

Note 1.2 According to a common notational convention A* denotes the conjugate-transpose
of A. We emphasize we are not using this convention. In a Leonard pair A, A* the linear
transformations A and A* are arbitrary subject to (i), (ii) above.

Our use of the name “Leonard pair” is motivated by a connection to a theorem of D.
Leonard [2, p. 260], [9] which involves the g-Racah polynomials 1], [3, p. 162] and some
related polynomials of the Askey scheme [7]. This connection is discussed in [I3, Appendix
A] and [T5, Section 16]. See [, [B], [8], [10], [T9] for related topics.

When working with a Leonard pair, it is often convenient to consider a closely related and
somewhat more abstract concept called a Leonard system. In order to define this we recall a
few more terms. Let d denote a nonnegative integer. Let Maty,1(K) denote the K-algebra
consisting of all d + 1 by d + 1 matrices which have entries in K. We index the rows and
columns by 0,1,...,d. Let K%' denote the K-vector space consisting of all d + 1 by 1
matrices which have entries in K. We index the rows by 0,1,...,d. We view K% as a left
module for Mat,, ;(K) under matrix multiplication. We observe this module is irreducible.
For the rest of this paper we let A denote a K-algebra isomorphic to Matg;1(K). When
we refer to an A-module we mean a left A-module. Let V' denote an irreducible .A-module.
We remark that V' is unique up to isomorphism of A-modules and that V' has dimension
d+ 1. Let vy, v1,...,vq denote a basis for V. For X € A and for Y € Matyy(K), we
say Y represents X with respect to vg,v1, ..., vq whenever Xv; = Ef:(] Yiv; for 0 < 5 <d.
Let A denote an element of A. We say A is multiplicity-free whenever it has d + 1 distinct
eigenvalues in K. Assume A is multiplicity-free. Let 6y, 01, ...,0,; denote an ordering of the
eigenvalues of A, and for 0 <17 < d put

A—0;1

Ei: )
0, — 0,

0<j<d
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where [ denotes the identity of A. We observe (i) AE; = 0,E; (0 <i <d); (ii) B;E; = 6;; E;
(0 <i,5 < d); (iii) Z?:o E, =1 (iv) A= Z?:o 0;F;. Let D denote the subalgebra of A
generated by A. Using (i)—(iv) we find Ey, F1, ..., E4 is a basis for the K-vector space D.
We call E; the primitive idempotent of A associated with 6;. It is helpful to think of these
primitive idempotents as follows. Observe

V=EV+EV+ - +EV (direct sum).

For 0 < ¢ < d, E;V is the (one dimensional) eigenspace of A in V' associated with the
eigenvalue 6;, and E; acts on V as the projection onto this eigenspace. We remark that the
sequence {A%|0 < i < d} is a basis for the K-vector space D and that HfZO(A —6;,1) = 0.
By a Leonard pair in A we mean an ordered pair of elements taken from A which act on V'
as a Leonard pair in the sense of Definition [CTl We now define a Leonard system.

Definition 1.3 [13, Definition 1.4] By a Leonard system in A, we mean a sequence (A; A*;
{E}4 o {Er}4,) which satisfies (i)—(v) below.

(i) Each of A, A* is a multiplicity-free element of A.

(ii) Ey, F1, ..., Eqis an ordering of the primitive idempotents of A.

iii) Ef, Ef,..., E} is an ordering of the primitive idempotents of A*.
0> &1 d
. I 0, if |i—j] > 1; .
; — < <
(iv) E;AE; {7&07 i i =1 (0<14,5<d).
. 0, if |i—j] > 1; .
) Jp— < <
(v) EA*E, {7&07 i jl—1 (0<4,j <d).

We comment on how Leonard pairs and Leonard systems are related. In the following dis-
cussion V denotes an irreducible A-module. Let (A4; A*; {E;}¢ q; {E;}L,) denote a Leonard
system in A. For 0 < ¢ < d let v; denote a nonzero vector in E;V. Then the sequence
Vo, V1, - - ., Ug 18 a basis for V' which satisfies Definition [IKii). For 0 < ¢ < d let v} denote
a nonzero vector in EV. Then the sequence v, v}, ...,v; is a basis for V which satisfies
Definition [CTi). By these comments the pair A, A* is a Leonard pair in A. Conversely let
A, A* denote a Leonard pair in A. By [I3, Lemma 1.3] each of A, A* is multiplicity-free.
Let vy, v1,...,v4 denote a basis for V' which satisfies Definition [[T(ii). For 0 < i < d the
vector v; is an eigenvector for A; let E; denote the corresponding primitive idempotent. Let
vg, V5, ..., v} denote a basis for V' which satisfies Definition [LT(i). For 0 < i < d the vector
v is an eigenvector for A*; let E denote the corresponding primitive idempotent. Then
(A; A B} {Ef}L,) is a Leonard system in A. In summary we have the following.
Lemma 1.4 Let A and A* denote elements in A. Then the pair A, A* is a Leonard pair in
A if and only if the following (i), (ii) hold.

(i) Fach of A, A* is multiplicity-free.



(ii) There exists an ordering Fo, Ey, ..., Ey of the primitive idempotents of A and there
exists an ordering E§, EY, ..., E} of the primitive idempotents of A* such that (A; A*;
{E} i {EYe,) is a Leonard system in A.

Later in this paper we will obtain two characterizations of a Leonard system. These char-
acterizations are based on a concept which we call the split decomposition. This concept is
explained in the next section.

2 The split decomposition

In [I3] we introduced the split decomposition for Leonard systems and in [I5] we discussed
this decomposition in detail. For our present purposes it is useful to define the split decom-
position in a more general context. We will refer to the following set-up.

Definition 2.1 Let A and A* denote multiplicity-free elements in A. Let Ey, Fy,..., Ey
denote an ordering of the primitive idempotents of A and for 0 < i < d let #; denote the
eigenvalue of A for E;. Let Ej, E}, ..., E; denote an ordering of the primitive idempotents
of A* and for 0 < i < d let 6} denote the eigenvalue of A* for Ef. We let D (resp. D*) denote
the subalgebra of A generated by A (resp. A*.) We let V' denote an irreducible A-module.

With reference to Definition 21l by a decomposition of V' we mean a sequence Uy, Uy, ..., Uy
consisting of 1-dimensional subspaces of V' such that

V=U+U +---+Uy (direct sum).

We have a comment. Let ug, uq,...,uq denote a basis for V' and for 0 < i < d let U; denote
the subspace of V' spanned by w;. Then the sequence Uy, Uy, ...,Uy is a decomposition of
V. Conversely, let Uy, Uy, ..., Uy denote a decomposition of V. For 0 < i < d let u; denote
a nonzero vector in U;. Then ug, uq, ..., us is a basis for V.

Definition 2.2 With reference to Definition 1], let Uy, Uy, ..., Uy denote a decomposition
of V. We say this decomposition is split (with respect to the orderings Fy, F1, ..., E4 and
E;, EY, ..., E}) whenever both

Later in this paper we will obtain two characterizations of a Leonard system which involve

the split decomposition. For the time being we consider the existence and uniqueness of the
split decomposition. We start with uniqueness.

Lemma 2.3 With reference to Definition [Z, the following (i), (ii) hold.

(i) Assume there exists a decomposition Uy, Uy, ..., Uq of V' which is split with respect to
the orderings Ey, Ey, ..., Eq and E§, EY, ..., E;. Then U; = H;L_:lo(A — 0, 1)E;V and
U =TI} (A = 0.1 EgV for 0 <i <d.
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(ii) There exists at most one decomposition of V' which is split with respect to the orderings
Ey, By, ..., E4 and ES,EY, ... E].

Proof: (i) From the equation on the right in @) we find Uy = EjV. Using this and () we
obtain U; = [[,_,(A—6,1)E;V for 0 < i < d. From the equation on the right in () we find
Uy = E,V. Using this and () we obtain U; = HZ:iH(A* — 0 1)E,V for 0 < i <d.

(ii) Immediate from (i) above. O

We turn our attention to the existence of the split decomposition. In Section 4 we will give
a necessary and sufficient condition for this existence. We will use the following result.

Lemma 2.4 With reference to Definition [Z1l, assume there exists a decomposition Uy, Uy,
..., Uq of V which s split with respect to the orderings Ey, Ev, ..., Eq and Ej, EY, ..., EJ.
Then the following (i)—(v) hold for 0 <i <d.

(i) 22:0 Un = Z;z:o AhEékV
(it) Zzzo Un = ZZ:O EyV.
(i) S, Uy = S AR B
(iv) ZZ:Z’ Up = ZZ:Z’ EV.
(v) U= (EV+EVA+---+EV)N(EV +EL V4 -+ EV).
Proof: (i) For 0 < j < d we have U; = [T—(A — 0,1)E;V by Lemma E3(i) so U; C
s _oAMERV . Apparently >, _ U, C > A"EV. In this inclusion the sum on the left
has dimension ¢ + 1 since Uy, Uy, ..., Uy is a decomposition. The sum on the right has di-
mension at most i + 1. Therefore Y7, Uy = 7, A"E;V. .
(i) For 0 < j < d we have [[;_,(A* — 6;1)U; = 0 by @) so U; C > _, E;V. Apparently
Yoo Un € >, _o ExV. In this inclusion each side has dimension i + 1 so equality holds.
(iii) Similar to the proof of (i) above.

(iv) Similar to the proof of (ii) above.
(v) Combine (ii), (iv) above. O

3 Some products

Our next goal is to display a necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of the split
decomposition. With reference to Definition 21l consider the products

EfAE:,  EATE (0<i,j<d).

Our condition has to do with which of these products is 0. In order to motivate our result
we initially consider just one of these products.



Lemma 3.1 With reference to Definition [Z1, for 0 < i < d let v} denote a nonzero vector
in EXV and observe v§,vy,...,v} is a basis for V.. Let B denote the matriz in Mats(K)
which represents A with respect to this basis, so that

Av; =" Byu; (0<j<d). (3)

Then for 0 <i,j < d the following are equivalent: (i) EfAE; = 0; (ii) B;; = 0.

Proof: Let the integers 7, j be given. Observe Efv’ = §,,0f for 0 < r; s < d. By this and (B
we find EFAE?V is spanned by B;;vf. The result follows. O

In the next lemma we consider a certain pattern of vanishing products among the EfAE?.
We will use the following notation. Let A denote an indeterminate and let K[\] denote the
K-algebra consisting of all polynomials in A which have coefficients in K. Let fo, fi,..., fa
denote a sequence of polynomials taken from K[\]. We say this sequence is graded whenever
fi has degree exactly ¢ for 0 <i <d.

Lemma 3.2 With reference to Definition [Z, the following (i)—(iii) are equivalent.

ek 0, ifi—j>1; o

(ii) There exists a graded sequence of polynomials fo, f1, ..., fa taken from K[\ such that
ErV = fi(A)E;V for 0 <i<d.

(iii) For 0 <i <d,
Y BV =) A'EV. (4)
h=0 h=0

Proof: (1) = (it) For 0 < i < d let v} denote a nonzero vector in EV and observe
vg, Y, ..., u) is a basis for V. Let B denote the matrix in Matg(K) which represents A
with respect to this basis. By Lemma BT],

0 if i—j>1; -
= ) ! < <

Let fo, f1,- ., fa denote the polynomials in K[\] which satisfy fo =1 and
j+1

M= Bifi (0<j<d-1). (6)
=0

We observe f; has degree exactly ¢ for 0 < ¢ < d so the sequence fy, fi,..., fq is graded.
Comparing @) and (@) in light of (@) we find v} = fi(A)y; for 0 < i < d. It follows
ErV = fi(A)E;V for 0 <i <d.



(43) = (i17) For 0 < j < d we have EfV = f;(A)EgV. The degree of f; is j so E;V C
i:o AMEFV. Apparently 22:0 EyV C 22:0 A"EZV. In this inclusion the sum on the
left has dimension ¢ + 1 and the sum on the right has dimension at most 7 + 1. Therefore
2o BBV =20 ANEGV.
(7i1) = (i) For 0 < ¢ < d let V; denote the subspace on the left or right in (#). From the
right-hand side of @) we find V;+ AV; = V4 for 0 < i < d—1. From the left-hand side of (@)
we find E*V; =0 for 0 < s <r < d. Let i, j denote integers (0 < 4,5 < d) and first assume
1 —7 > 1. We show E;*AE; = 0. Observe E;-‘V C V; and AV; C Vji; so AE]’-‘V C Vi
However EfVj,; = 0 since i —j > 1 so EfAETV = 0. It follows EfAE; = 0. Next we
assume 1 —j = 1 and show EfAE? # 0. Suppose Ef AET = 0. Then by our previous remarks
EfAE; =0 for 0 < h < j. By this and since V; = Zizo E;V we find EfAV; = 0. However
Vi=V;+ AV; and E;V; =0 so E;V; = 0. This contradicts the construction so E;AEY # 0.
O

Corollary 3.3 With reference to Definition 21, let vi denote a nonzero vector in EGV and
consider the K-linear transformation from D to V which sends X to Xv§ for all X € D. As-
sume the equivalent conditions (i)—(iii) hold in LemmalZA. Then this linear transformation
s an isomorphism.

Proof: Since the K-vector spaces D and V' have the same dimension it suffices to show the
linear transformation is surjective. Setting ¢ = d in (#l) we find V' = Duvj. Therefore the
linear transformation is surjective. 0

Replacing (A; A*; {E;}_ o {E; Y ,) by (A% A {E;_ Y o; {Fa_i}L,) in LemmaBZand Corol-
lary we routinely obtain the following results.

Lemma 3.4 With reference to Definition 21, the following (i)-(iii) are equivalent.

e [0, i i—i> o
(Z)EiAEj—{%O’ A (0<i,5 <d).

(ii) There exists a graded sequence of polynomials f§, ff,..., fi taken from K[\| such that
EV = fi_(A)ELV for 0<i < d.

(iii) For 0 <i <d,

d d—1
Z E,\V = Z AN ELV.
h=1 h=0

Corollary 3.5 With reference to Definition 2, let vy denote a nonzero vector in E4V and
consider the K-linear transformation from D* to V which sends X to Xwvy for all X € D*.
Assume the equivalent conditions (i)-(iii) hold in Lemma[5Z. Then this linear transforma-
tion is an isomorphism.



4 The existence of the split decomposition

We now display a necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of the split decompo-
sition.

Theorem 4.1 With reference to Definition 2, the following (i), (i) are equivalent.

(i) There exists a decomposition of V which is split with respect to the orderings Eq, F1, . . .,
E; and E5, EY, ..., Ej.

(ii) Both
e [0, ifi—j>1; ,
EZAE_] - {7£07 Zf’L—jzl (0<Z,j§d), (7>
. 0, ifj—i>1; .
) - < <
E;A"E; {7&0’ if izl (0<i,5<d) (8)
Proof: (i) = (i) By assumption there exists a decomposition Uy, Uy, ..., U; of V which

is split with respect to the orderings Ey, Ei,...,E; and Ej, EY,...,E}. For 0 <1 < d
we have 7 _oUp = S1_o A"E;V by Lemma E(i) and 33, _ Uy = >2)_, E;V by Lemma
(i) so S _o BV = S _, A"E;V. This gives Lemma B2(iii). Applying that lemma
we obtain ([@). For 0 < i < d we have Y0 _. U, = Z;g A*"E,V by Lemma EA(iii) and
S Un =0 B,V by Lemma ZA(iv) so S0_, E,V = 20— A*"E,V. This gives Lemma
BAl(iii). Applying that lemma we obtain ().

(i1) = (i) For 0 < i < d we define 7; = [[_,(A—0,I). We observe 7y, 71, . .., 74 is a basis for
the K-vector space D. Let v§ denote a nonzero vector in EjV. Observe Lemma B2(i) holds
by ([d) so Corollary applies; by that corollary 7;u5 (0 < i < d) is a basis for V. We define
U; = Span(r;vf) for 0 <i < d and observe Uy, Uy, ..., U, is a decomposition of V. We show
this decomposition is split with respect to Ey, Ey, ..., E; and Ej, EY, ..., E). To do this we
show the sequence Uy, Uy, ..., Uy satisfies (l) and (). Concerning (), from the construction
(A—0;1)7; = 1341 for 0 < i < d—1and (A—0,41)74 = 0. Applying both sides of these equations
to vy we find (A—0,1)U; = U;yq for 0 <i < d—1and (A—6,1)U; = 0. We have now shown
(). Concerning (B, this will follow if we can show (a) (A*—0:1)U; € S0\ U, for 0 < i < d;
(b) (A*—@:NU;, € S0 Upforl <i<d;(c) (A*=0:1)U; # 0 for 1 <i < d. We begin with
(a). For 0 < j < d the elements {7,|0 < h < j} and the elements {A"|0 < h < j} span the
same subspace of D. Therefore 37 _ Uy = 37 _ A"EZV. We mentioned LemmaB2(i) holds
so LemmaB2(iii) holds; therefore >33 F;V = >3 _  AMEV so S0 _ Uy = S04 _  E;V. Ob-
serve (A* — 0: 1) _ BV =31_ E;V for 0 <i < d. Combining these comments we find
(A* —0:)U; € S0 Uy, for 0 < i < d. We now have (a). Next we prove (b). From the
construction, for 0 < j < d we have szj(A—HhI)Tj =0so Hizj(A—QhI)Uj = (. From this
we find U; C ZZ:]. E,V. Apparently ZZ:@ U, C ZZ:@ ELV for 0 < i < d. By this and since
Uy, Ui, ...,Uy is a decomposition we find ZZ:Z. U, = ZZ:Z. E,V for 0 < i < d. From (B) we
find A*E;V C Y EpV for 1 < j < d. Therefore (A* — 0:1) >4 _ B,V C S0 | EQV
for 1 < j < d. From these comments we find (A* — QjI)Uj - Zi:j_l U, for 1 < j <d.



We now have (b). Next we show (c). Suppose there exists an integer ¢ (1 < ¢ < d) such
that (A* — 07 1)U; = 0. We assume 7 is maximal subject to this. We obtain a contradiction
as follows. For i < j < d we find (A" — 0;I)U; C U;_; by (a), (b). In this inclusion the
left-hand side is nonzero and the right-hand side has dimension 1 so we have equality. We
mentioned earlier (A —6,1)Uy = 0so Uy = E,;V. Apparently U; = HZ:jH(A* —0;1)E,V for
i < j <d. Inparticular U; = [[}_,, (A* — ;1) E,V. Combining this with (A* — 0;1)U; = 0
we obtain 0 = HZ:Z.(A* — 0;1)E,V. Let vy denote a nonzero vector in E;V and ob-
serve 0 = HZ:Z.(A* — 67 1)vg. This is inconsistent with Corollary B and the fact that
0 # HZ:Z.(A* — 0;1). We now have a contradiction and (c) is proved. Combining (a)—(c)
we obtain (). We have shown the decomposition Uy, Uy, ..., Uy satisfies (), ([2). Applying
Definition we find Uy, Uy, ..., Uy is split with respect to the orderings Ey, F1, ..., E; and
E; EY, ... E}. O

5 Two characterizations of a Leonard system

In this section we obtain two characterizations of a Leonard system, both of which involve
the split decomposition. We will first state the characterizations, then prove a few lemmas,
and then prove the characterizations. Our first characterization is stated as follows.

Theorem 5.1 With reference to Definition 2, the sequence (A; A% {E; Y o; {E:}d ) is a
Leonard system if and only if both (i), (ii) hold below.

(i) There exists a decomposition of V which is split with respect to the orderings Ey, F1, . . .,
Ej and E5, EY, ..., Ej.

(i) There ezists a decomposition of V' which is split with respect to the orderings Eq, Eq_1,
..., Ey and £, EY, ..., E].

In order to state our second characterization we recall a definition. Let o : A — A denote
any map. We call o an antiautomorphism of A whenever ¢ is an isomorphism of K-vector
spaces and (XY)? = Y?X7 for all X,Y € A. For example assume A = Mat,;1(K). Then
o is an antiautomorphism of A if and only if there exists an invertible R € A such that
X = R7'X!'R for all X € A, where t denotes transpose. This follows from the Skolem-
Noether Theorem [T1l, Cor. 9.122].

We now state our second characterization of a Leonard system.

Theorem 5.2 With reference to Definition [Z, the sequence (A; A*;{E;}¢ o; {Ef},) is a
Leonard system if and only if both (i), (ii) hold below.

(i) There exists a decomposition of V which is split with respect to the orderings Eo, E1, . . .,
E; and ES, EY, ..., Ej.

(ii) There exists an antiautomorphism 1 of A such that AT = A and A*T = A*.
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We now prove some lemmas which we will use to obtain Theorem Bl and Theorem B2 We
have a preliminary remark. With reference to Definition LTl we consider the following four
conditions:

R ST e 0<ij<ad) )
pag={%, 720 e<i<o
pan={Y, 51700 osisa.
EZ-A*E]-:{SA’O’ gi:zz} (0<1i,j<d). (12)

We observe (A; A {E;},;{E:}%,) is a Leonard system if and only if each of (@)—(T2)
holds.

Lemma 5.3 With reference to Definition [Z, assume conditions (@) and () hold. Then
A, E§ together generate A. Moreover A, A* together generate A.

Proof: Examining the proof of [I5, Lemma 3.1] we find that the elements A"E5A° (0 <7, s <
d) form a basis for the K-vector space A. It follows that A, Ef together generate A. The
elements A, A* together generate A since £ is a polynomial in A*. O

Lemma 5.4 With reference to Definition [Z, assume conditions (@) and () hold. Then
there erists a unique antiautomorphism t of A such that AT = A and A*" = A*. Moreover
XM =X forall X € A.

Proof: Concerning the existence of f, for 0 <1 < d let v} denote a nonzero element of £V
and recall v3, v, ... v} is a basis for V. For X € A let X" denote the matrix in Mat,(K)
which represents X with respect to the basis v, v, ..., v). We observe b : 4 — Maty;(K)
is an isomorphism of K-algebras. We abbreviate B = A’ and B* = A*. We observe B is
irreducible tridiagonal and B* = diag(6;,07,...,05). Let D denote the diagonal matrix in
Mat 41 (K) which has ii entry

D.. — BOlBl2 e Bi—l,i
" BIOB21 e Bi,i—l

It is routine to verify D~'B!D = B. FEach of D, B* is diagonal so DB* = B*D; also
B* = B* so D7'B*D = B*. Let o : Matys(K) — Matg,;(K) denote the map which
satisfies X = D™'X'D for all X € Maty,1(K). We observe o is an antiautomorphism of
Mat g1 (K) such that B® = B and B** = B*. We define the map T : A — A to be the
composition T := bob~!. We observe { is an antiautomorphism of A such that AT = A and
AT = A*. We have now shown there exists an antiautomorphism 1 of A such that AT = A
and A*T = A*. This antiautomorphism is unique since A, A* together generate A. The map
X — X' is an isomorphism of K-algebras from A to itself. This map is the identity since
ATt = A A*1T = A* and since A, A* together generate A. O

(0 <i<d).
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Lemma 5.5 With reference to Definition [Zl, assume there exists an antiautomorphism t
of A such that AT = A and AT = A*. Then EZT =F; and E:T =E for0<i<d.

Proof: Recall E; (resp. E}) is a polynomial in A (resp. A*) for 0 < < d. O

Lemma 5.6 With reference to Definition [Z1l, assume there exists an antiautomorphism f
of A such that A" = A and A*' = A*. Then for 0 < i,j < d, (i) E;AE? = 0 if and only if
EYAE; =0; and (ii) E;A*E; = 0 if and only if E;A*E; = 0.

Proof: By Lemma and since { is an antiautomorphism,
(EfAE;)" = ETAE} (0<4,5 <d).

Assertion (i) follows since 1 : A — A is a bijection. To obtain (ii) interchange the roles of A
and A* in the proof of (i). O

Lemma 5.7 With reference to Definition [Z0, assume at least three of (Q)-(@I3) hold. Then
each of [@)-(3) hold; in other words (A; A*; {E;}4_; {E;}4,) is a Leonard system.

)

Proof: Interchanging A and A* if necessary, we may assume without loss of generality that
(@ and () hold. By Lemma Al there exists an antiautomorphism t of A such that AT = A
and A*T = A*. By assumption at least one of ([[I]), (TIZ) holds. Combining this with Lemma
B8 we find (), (T2) both hold. The result follows. O

We are now ready to prove Theorem Bl

Proof of Theorem [Zl: By Theorem EIl we find (i) holds if and only if each of (@), (2
holds. Applying Theorem EIl again, this time with (A; A% {E;}o; {E; ) replaced by
(A; A% By 34 o {ErYL,), we find (ii) holds if and only if each of (@), () holds. Suppose
(A; A% {E YL {Ef}L,) is a Leonard system. Then each of ([@)—(Z) holds. In particu-
lar each of (@), (), (T2Z) holds so (i), (ii) hold by our above remarks. Conversely sup-
pose (i), (ii) hold. Then each of ({), ([II), (I2) holds. At least three of ([@)—(I2) hold so
(A; A5 {E} ; {E7}L,) is a Leonard system by Lemma B O

We are now ready to prove Theorem B2

Proof of Theorem [53: First assume (A; A*; {E;}¢ ; {E;}%,) is a Leonard system. Then
(i) holds by Theorem Bl and (ii) holds by Lemma B4l Conversely assume (i), (ii) hold.
Combining (i) and Theorem Bl we obtain (), ([Z). Combining this with (ii) and using
Lemma we obtain (), (). Now each of [@)—(2) holds so (A; A*; {E;}4 o; {E}L,) is
a Leonard system. O

We would like to emphasize the following fact.

Theorem 5.8 Let A, A* denote a Leonard pair in A. Then there exists a unique antiauto-
morphism t of A such that AT = A and A*T = A*. Moreover X' = X for all X € A.

12



Proof: Since A, A* is a Leonard pair there exists an ordering Ey, E1, ..., E4 of the primitive
idempotents of A and an ordering Ef, EY, ..., E} of the primitive idempotents of A* such
that (A; A% {E;} o {E7}9,) is a Leonard system. These orderings satisfy (@)—([Z). In par-

ticular (&), ([0) are satisfied so the result follows by Lemma B4l O

We finish this section with a comment.

Lemma 5.9 With reference to Definition [Z, assume there exists a decomposition of V
which is split with respect to the orderings Ey, E, ..., Eq and E§, EY, ..., E;. Then the
following (i), (ii) are equivalent.

(i) The pair A, A* is a Leonard pair.

(ii) The sequence (A; A {E;}L o {E;}Y,) is a Leonard system.

Proof: (i) = (i1) We assume there exists a decomposition of V' which is split with respect
to the orderings Fy, Ey, ..., Ey and Ef, Ef, ..., E;. Therefore each of (@), (IZ) holds by
Theorem Bl Since A, A* is a Leonard pair there exists an antiautomorphism f of A such
that AT = A and A*T = A*. Applying Lemma B8 we find each of (), () holds. Now each
of ([@)—(T2) holds so (A; A*; {E;}Lo; {Ef L) is a Leonard system.

(i1) = (i) Clear. O

6 The two characterizations in terms of matrices

In this section we restate Theorem BTl and Theorem in terms of matrices. We first
set some notation. With reference to Definition EZTl, suppose there exists a decomposi-
tion Uy, Uy, ..., Uy of V which is split with respect to the orderings FEy, E1, ..., E; and
Es, B, ..., E5. Pick an integer ¢ (1 < i < d). By @) we find (A*—6;1)U; = U;_, and by ()
we find (A —0,_11)U;_1 = U;. Apparently U; is an eigenspace for (A —0;_11)(A* — 6;1) and
the corresponding eigenvalue is a nonzero element of K. Let us denote this eigenvalue by ;.
We call p1, o, . .., pq the split sequence for A, A* with respect to the orderings Ey, F1, ..., Ey
and Ej, B}, ..., E;. The split sequence has the following interpretation. For 0 <17 < d let
u; denote a nonzero vector in U; and recall ug, uy, ..., uq is a basis for V. We normalize the
u; so that (A — 0;1)u; = u;qq for 0 < i < d— 1. With respect to the basis ug, uy, ..., uq the
matrices which represent A and A* are as follows.

o 0 05 1 0

1 91 ‘9{ Y2

A: 1 0? ’ A* 05
. . . (pd
0 1 6, 0 0%

Motivated by this we consider the following set-up.
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Definition 6.1 Let d denote a nonnegative integer. Let A and A* denote matrices in
Maty1(K) of the form

90 0 98 ®1 0
1 91 HI ©2
A= Lo A= % ,
Pd
0 1 6, 0 0%
where
0:F0;, O A0 i A (0<ij<d,

We observe A (resp. A*) is multiplicity-free, with eigenvalues 6y,01,...,0q4 (resp. 05,05, ...,
0%.) For 0 <i <d we let E; (resp. E}) denote the primitive idempotent for A (resp. A*)
associated with 6; (resp. 07.)

We have some comments. With reference to Definition 611, for 0 < ¢ < d let u; denote the
vector in K%' which has ith entry 1 and all other entries 0. We observe ug, u1, ..., uq is
a basis for K41, From the form of A we have (A — 6;1)u; = u;y; for 0 < i < d — 1 and
(A —040)uqg = 0. From the form of A* we have (A* — 0 1)u; = pju;—1 for 1 < i < d and
(A* — 051)up = 0. For 0 < i < d let U; denote the subspace of K%*! spanned by u;. Then
Us,Ui,...,Uy is a decomposition of K41, This decomposition satisfies (A — 6;1)U; = Uy 41
for 0 <i<d-—1and (A—6040)Us; = 0. Similarly (A* — 0 1)U; = U;—; for 1 < i < d and
(A*—051)Uy = 0. In other words the decomposition Uy, Uy, . .., Uy is split with respect to the
orderings Ey, Iy, ..., Eq and Ej, EY, ..., E}. We observe @1, 9, ..., ¢4 is the corresponding
split sequence for A, A*. We now consider when is the pair A, A* a Leonard pair. We begin
with a remark.

Lemma 6.2 With reference to Definition [61, the following (i), (ii) are equivalent.
(i) The pair A, A* is a Leonard pair.
(ii) The sequence (A; A {E;}Lo; {E;}Y,) is a Leonard system.

Proof: We mentioned there exists a decomposition of K9! which is split with respect to the
orderings Fy, F1, ..., E; and Ef, EY, ..., E;. Therefore Lemma B3 applies and the result
follows. O

We now give a matrix version of Theorem BTl

Theorem 6.3 Referring to Definition 6, the following (i), (ii) are equivalent.

(i) The pair A, A* is a Leonard pair.
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(ii) There exists an invertible G € Maty1(K) and there exists nonzero ¢; € K (1 <i <d)

such that
0, 0 05 & 0
1 Hd—l HT ¢2
G AG = 1 ed? _ . GTMAG = %
.. de
0 1 6 0 0’

Suppose (i), (ii) hold. Then the sequence ¢y, P, ..., Qg is the split sequence for A, A* asso-
ciated with the orderings Eq4, Eq4_+, ..., Ey and Ej, EY, ..., E}.

Proof: (i) = (ii) The sequence (A; A*; {E;}L ;i {E}L,) is a Leonard system by Lemma
B2 By Theorem B there exists a decomposition of K% which is split with respect to the
orderings By, Ey_1, ..., Ey and Ej, B, ..., E). Let Vi, Vi, ..., Vy denote this decomposition.
By the definition of a split decomposition we have (A — 0, ;1)V; = Viiq for 0 <i < d—1
and (A —600I)Vy = 0. Moreover (A* — 1)V, =V, for 1 <i < dand (A*—6051)V, =0. For
0 < i < dlet v; denote a nonzero vector in V; and observe vy, v1, . . . , v4 is a basis for K¢t!. We
normalize the v; so that (A —60;_;1)v; = viyq for 0 <@ < d—1. Let ¢, ¢9, ..., dq denote the
split sequence for A, A* with respect to the orderings E4, Eq_1,...,Ey and Ej, Ef, ..., E}.
Then ¢; # 0 (1 <i < d) and moreover (A* — 0 1)v; = pv;-1 (1 <i < d), (A* —051)vg = 0.
Let G denote the matrix in Maty,;(K) which has column ¢ equal to v; for 0 < i < d. We
observe G is invertible. Moreover the matrices G~'AG and G~'A*G have the form shown
above.

(i1) = (i) We show (A4; A% {E;}L o {E}L,) is a Leonard system. In order to do this we ap-
ply Theorem Bl In the paragraph after Definition 61l we mentioned there exists a decompo-
sition of K?*! which is split with respect to the orderings Ey, E1, ..., Eq and E}, E}, ... E3.
Therefore Theorem [B.11(i) holds. We show Theorem B.I(ii) holds. For 0 < i < d let v; denote
column ¢ of G and observe vy, v1,...,vg is a basis for K. From the form of G'AG we
find (A —0;_;1)v; = viy1 for 0 <i<d—1and (A—0yl)vg = 0. From the form of G7'A*G
we find (A*—0;1)v; = v, for 1 <i < dand (A*—651)vg = 0. For 0 <i < dlet V; denote
the subspace of K spanned by v;. Then Vj, V4,...,Vy is a decomposition of K. Also
(A—04_;1)V; =V, for0<i<d—1and (A—6y])V; = 0. Moreover (A*—01)V; = V,_; for
1 <i<dand (A*—651)Vy = 0. Apparently Vj, Vi, ..., Vy is split with respect to the order-
ings Eq, Eq_1,...,Eyand E§, EY, ..., E5. Now Theorem BII(ii) holds; applying that theorem
we find (A; A% {E;}9 ; {E7}4,) is a Leonard system. In particular A, A* is a Leonard pair.
Assume (i), (ii) both hold. From the proof of (ii) = (i) we find that for 1 < i < d, ¢; is
the eigenvalue of (A — 6,_;411)(A* — 07 1) associated with V;. Therefore ¢q, o, ..., ¢4 is the
split sequence for A, A* associated with the orderings E4, Fy_1, ..., Ey and E}, BT, ..., E;. O

We now give a matrix version of Theorem B2
Theorem 6.4 Referring to Definition [6, the following (i), (ii) are equivalent.

(i) The pair A, A* is a Leonard pair.
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(ii) There exists an invertible H € Matyy1(K) such that
H'A'H = A, H'A"H = A*.

Proof: (i) = (ii) By Theorem there exists an antiautomorphism 1 of Matg1(K) such
that AT = A and A*" = A*. Since 1 is an antiautomorphism there exists an invertible
H € Maty,(K) such that XT = H=1X'H for all X € Maty,(K). Setting X = A we have
H='A'H = A. Setting X = A* we have H 1A*H = A*.

(i) = (i) We show (A4; A% {E;};{Ef}L,) is a Leonard system. In order to do this
we apply Theorem In the paragraph after Definition we mentioned there exists
a decomposition of K% which is split with respect to the orderings Fy, E1, ..., E; and
E;, B, ..., ES. Therefore Theorem B2(i) holds. Let t : Matg1(K) — Matgy1(K) denote
the map which satisfies XT = H71X'H for all X € Maty,(K). Then { is an antiautomor-
phism of Mat,;(K) such that AT = A and A*' = A*. Now Theorem E2(ii) holds; applying
that theorem we find (A4; A% {E;}Lq; {E;}L,) is a Leonard system. In particular A, A* is a

Leonard pair. [l

7 Remarks

Referring to Definition G presumably condition (ii) of Theorem or Theorem can
be translated into a condition on the entries of A and A*. We obtained such a condition in
[13]; we cite it here for the sake of completeness.

Theorem 7.1 [13, Corollary 14.2] With reference to Definition [, the pair A, A* is a
Leonard pair if and only if there exists nonzero ¢; € K (1 < i < d) such that (i)-(iii) hold
below.

(i) @i = b1 2y S + (67 = 05)(65-1 — 6a) (1<i<d).
(i1) & = o1 2o "ot + (07 = 05) (Ba-is1 — o) (1<i<d).
(iii) The expressions
Oi—2 — it 0i s — i
01 —0; 0, —0F

are equal and independent of i for 2 <i < d— 1.
Suppose (1)—(iii) hold. Then ¢1, ¢a, ..., Qg is the split sequence for A, A* with respect to the

orderings E4, Ey_+,...,Ey and Ej, E},... E}.
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