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1 Introduction

Frobenius began the study of representation theory and character theory of the symmetric groups G,, at
the turn of the century [4]. In this study, He showed that there is one irreducible representation my of &,
corresponding to each partition A of n and this correspondence gives all of irreducible representations of
&, up to equivalency. After this work, he also began the study of representation theory and character
theory of the alternating groups 2, at the opening of the 20th century [5]. In this study, he showed that
there are branching rules when we restrict irreducible representation of the &,, to 2(,,. We denote by 7
the restriction of my to 2, . If A is self-conjugate(that is symmetric figure as Young diagram along its
diagonal), then 7 is decomposed into the direct sum of two irreducible representations whose degrees
are coincide. But these two representations are mutually inequivalent. On the other hand, if A is non
self-conjugate, then 7, is also the irreducible and 7, is equivalent to 7:y where ') is transpose of \.
These representations consist all of irreducible representations of 2, up to equivalency(Theorem 3.4).
The concrete construction of irreducible representations of &,, were given by Young. He gave irreducible
representations of &,, in two ways: ‘seminormal form’, and ‘orthogonal form’ (For detail, see [2]).

The Hecke algebra H,,(¢q) of type A is considered as the g-analogue of the group ring C[S,,] of the
symmetric group &,,, and its irreducible representations are constructed as well as in the case of &,
under some assumptions about the value of the parameter g. The seminormal form for H,,(q) was given
by Hoefsmit [9], and the orthogonal form was given by Wenzl [15]. It was not seem to be seen about
the g-analogue of the group ring C[2(,,] of the alternating group 2, so far. In this context, we defined a
subalgebra 2,,(q) of H,(¢) whose dimension as vector space over C is just a half of that of H,(¢). The

group ring C[2(,,] which is generated by following elements,
{818i+1 | 1§2§n—2}

where s;’s are simple permutations, has the dimension just a half of &,, over C. On the other hand, the
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subalgebra of H,,(¢q) generated by following elements,
{919i41 |1 <i<n-2}

where g;’s are generators of H,(¢), has the dimension more than a half of that of H,(q) because of

quadratic relations,

of H,,(q). So instead of g;, we take another generators f; of H,(q) as follows.

2g; — (g —1)

fi= ]

fori=1,2,...,n—1
Using these generators, we define the subalgebra 2,,(q) of H,(¢q) generated by following elements.

{fifisr [1<i<n—2}

Just then, 2, (¢) has the dimension just a half of that of #,,(¢)(Theorem 5.3). Moreover, when we take the
limit ¢ — 1, A, (q) goes to C[2,] and the generator f1f;+1 goes to s18;4+1. Therefore, we consider 2,(q)
as the g-analogue of the alternating group 2,,. Furthermore, we show a presentation of 2, (¢)(Theorem
5.5). In this presentation, quadratic relations are same as in the case of 2, but cubic relations are
slightly different. At the limit ¢ — 1, the defining relations of 2l,,(¢) coincide with those of 2,,. Thus we

can define the g-analogue of the alternating groups 2, as follows.

Definition 1.1. Assume that ¢ # —1 and n > 2. 2(,,(q) is the algebra over C defined by the generators

Y1,Y2, - -, Yn—z and the following relations.

Loyt = () - ) +1
- Yy g+ 1 Yi—Wn

2. y? =1 fori>1

_1\2 .
3. (Wim1yi)® = _(Z—i-—l) {(%‘—1%‘)2 - yi—lyi} +1 fori=23,...,n—2

4. (yiyj)? =1 whenever |i — j| > 1
For n = 2, we define 25(q) the algebra over C generated by only the unit element.

We also analyze the representations of 2, (q). Using the same notation as in the case of &,(no
confusion appears in this context), for the irreducible representation 7y of H,(q) corresponding to the
partition A of n (we identify A with a certain Young tableau), we denote by 7 the restriction of my to
A, (¢q). Except of some ‘bad’ values of ¢, branching rules for &,, — 2, are valid to H,(¢) — 2, (q). More
precisely, if A is non self-conjugate then 7 is irreducible, on the other hand, if A is self-conjugate then 7y
is decomposed into two irreducible components ﬁj\' and 7, . The following statement is the main result

for representations of 2, (q).



Theorem 6.5. Let q be a complex number such that ¢ # 0 and q is not a k-th root of unity with 1 < k < n.

Let A1," A1, Ao, Aoy, Apt Ay be non self-conjugate Young diagrams and Api1, Apt2, - -, Aprq be self-
conjugate Young diagrams within A,. Then representations x, ,Tx,, -- .,7~r,\p,7~rj\' e Ty e ,ﬁj\' Y
P P pPT4q

ﬁ;ﬁq are irreducible and not equivalent each other. These representations consist of all equivalent classes

of irreducible representations of A, (q). Hence, A, (q) is semisimple.

We show this result by using relations of matrix elements of orthogonal representations of H,(q).
Thus, we get all of irreducible representations of 2,,(g) up to equivalence and show the semisimplicity of

A, (q) except of some ‘bad’ values of q.

2 Orthogonal representations of the symmetric groups

In this section, we give a review of the concrete construction of an irreducible representation corresponding
to each Young diagram, It is called ‘Orthogonal representation’, which was given by A.Young in 1932.

Let &,, be the symmetric group, consisting of all permutations of n things. Especially, &,, permutes
n numbers {1,2,...,n}. &, is generated by elements s;(i = 1,2,...,n — 1) where s; = (i,i+ 1) is a
simple permutation, and have defining relations as follows.

1. s2=1 fori=1,2,...,n—1

2. SiSi+1Si = Si+1S5:iSi+1 for i = 1,2,...,71—2

3. 885 = 8jsi whenever |i — j| > 2

We notice that |&,,| = nl. For 0 € &,

0 = 84,845 ---5;

r

is an expression of ¢. When ¢ cannot be expressed by any form

g = Sj18j2 .o 'Sjt

with ¢ < r, we call (o) = r the length of ¢ and the expression

0 = 84, Siy -+ Si

s

is called the reduced expression of o.

Consider a permutation
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and set the number of inversions of o as follows.
di=t{jlj>k where o, =i and 0; < i}
Then, ¢ has a reduced expression

g =... (Si_lsi_g ce Si—di)
e (Sn_zsn_g e Sn—l—dn,l)
(Sn715n72 cee Snfdn>

where the i-th contribution is only to be included if d; > 1. The reduced expression described above is

called the normal reduced expression. For the sake of convenience, we denote s;_15;—2...5;—q, by Ujq,.

Proposition 2.1. The map
f:00,1] x[0,2] x ... x[0,n—1] — &,
defined by

f(dg, dg, ey dn) = U27d2U37d3 c Ui,di R

Un d

sAn

(where the i-th contribution is only to be included if d; > 1, and f(0,0,...,0) is the unit element in S,,)

is a bijection.

Corollary 2.2. Let C[&,,] be the group ring of &,,. Then C[&,] has following basis as a vector space

over C.
{U2,d2U3,d3 "'Un7dn | (d27d3,...,dn) S [0,1] X [072] X ... X [0,7’L— 1]}

Let A,, be the set of all Young diagrams with n boxes. We mean by a Young diagram A = [\, Aa,...] €
A,, an array of n boxes with A\; boxes in the first row, A2 boxes in the second row, and so on with
A1 > X > .... For A € A,,, the number of rows in which there are nonzero boxes is called the depth
of A\ and we denote by [(A). We immediately observe that A\; + A2 + ... \;(n) = n. Formally, the Young

diagram A € A,, is defined by the subset of N x N as follows.
{(,7) ENxN[1<j <N, 1 <0 <IN}

The element (i, j) is identified with the box at i-th row and j-th column of A\. We shall write p < X if p
is obtained from A by removing appropriate boxes.

As well known fact, for each Young diagram A € A,,, there is an irreducible representation of &,, over
the complex field C up to equivalence, and all irreducible representations of &,, over C are parameterized

by elements of A,,.



Let Tab(A) be the set of all tableaux belonging to A and let STab(\) be the set of all standard tableaux
belonging to A. For T' € Tab(\), We mean by T'(i, j) the number on the box at i-th row and j-th column
of T

S, acts on Tab(\) as permutations of numbers on boxes. For 0 € &,, and T' € Tab()), o acts on T

as follows.

(0-T)(i,j) = o(T(i,5))
We claim that this action is simply transitive.

Definition 2.3. Let T be a tableau of shape A, and (¢, 7) the box at i-th row and j-th column of T

Then the class of (4, 7) is the value j —i. For k = T'(4,j), we mean by ay r the class of (4, 7).
From Definition 2.3, we have a7 = 0 for each standard tableau T'.

Definition 2.4. Let k,l be numbers on boxes in a tableau 7', then the axial distance dr; from k to {

in T is defined as follows.

dr ki = arT — oy
It follows immediately from Definition 2.4 that

dr kg = —drk

Lemma 2.5. If T € STab(\) (A € A,,), then dp g g+1 is nonzero for each k with 1 <k <n — 1.

Proof. If (i, 7) and (¢', j/) have a same class, then there exists an integer m such that i = ¢'+m, j = j'+m.
Hence, boxes which have a same class are located on the line parallel to the diagonal of the Young
diagram. For standard tableaux, numbers labeled on boxes strictly increase across each row and each
column. Therefore, the box on which k is labeled and the box on which &+ 1 is labeled cannot be located

on the same line parallel to diagonal. O

Let V, be the complex vector space with basis {vr | T € STab(\)}. We define the linear map 7y (s;) for
elements s; = (i,i+ 1) € &,, on V), in three ways according to the relation of location between the box

on which 7 is labeled and the box on which 7 + 1 is labeled in T'.
1. If ¢ and ¢ + 1 appear in the same row, 7)(s;)vr = vr.

2. If i and i 4+ 1 appear in the same column, 7 (s;)vr = —vr.



3. Otherwise, we observe that s; - T is also in STab()), and 7, (s;) acts on the subspace Cvp & Cus,.1r

of V) defined by the matrix,

where 1 = (dpiit1) "

Theorem 2.6. For A € A, and pp € Ay, such that X # p, we have wy 2 7,. Moreover, by the definition

above, {mx | A € A} is the set of all equivalent classes of irreducible representations of &,.

Proof. See for example, [6] or [15]. O

3 Representations of the alternating groups

In this section, we review some facts about irreducible representations of the alternating groups. Every
irreducible representation of the alternating groups is realized with the restriction of that of the symmetric
groups. Furthermore, there is a beautiful branching rule for the restriction of irreducible representations
of the symmetric groups to the alternating groups, which was discovered by Frobenius [5].

Let 2(,, be the alternating group, consisting of all even permutations.
A, ={o €6, |l(o) is even}
As the fact, we can say that 2, is generated by following elements.
Ay = (518411 <i<n-—2)

We notice that [2,| =n!/2 =|6,]/2.

From Corollary 2.2 and the definition of 2l,,, the following statement holds.

Proposition 3.1. Let C[2,,] be the group ring of A,. Then C[,] has following basis as a vector space

over C.
{0 =U24,Us.d5 ... Una, |(d1,d2,...,dn—1)
€10,1] x[0,2] x ... x [0,n—1] (o) is even}
For irreducible representations 7, of &,,, we denote by 7, the restriction of w) to 2,. For A € A,

(resp. T € STab()\)), we mean by !X (resp. !T) its transpose. When X = ), we say A self-conjugate.

Proposition 3.2. For every non self-conjugate A € A,,, T\ is an irreducible representation of A, and

TN = Tty



Proposition 3.3. For every self-conjugate A € A,,, Ty is the direct sum of two irreducible representations

7 and 7y with deg(7)) = deg(7y ).

Theorem 3.4. Let A\1,"A\1,M2, Xa,. .., A\p,tA, be non self-conjugate Young diagrams and Apy1,M\py2,. - -,

Aptq be self-conjugate Young diagrams within A,,. Then irreducible representations T, ,Tx,; - - .,ﬁkp,ﬁ;\rpﬂ ,

LSV .,7?; Y T ., arenot equivalent each other and these consist of all equivalent classes of irreducible
P PTq PT4q

representations of 2Ay,.
Proof. See, for example [2] or [5]. O
It is well known that there is a presentation of 2, as follows.

Proposition 3.5. For n > 2, the generators x1,Za,...,Tn—2 and the following relations define a pre-

sentation of A,.
lLad=a2i=...=22 ,=1
2. (ziqz:) =1 fori=23,...,n—2

3. (ziz;)? =1 whenever |i — j| > 1

4 Orthogonal representations of the Hecke algebra #,(q)

Like the case of &, all equivalent classes of irreducible representations of the Hecke algebra H,,(q) are
parametrized by the elements in A,. In this section, we will review how to construct an irreducible
representation of H,(q) corresponding to A € A,,, which was taken from Wenzl’s paper [15].

Since the way of construction is similar to the case of &,,, and we do not discuss about representations
of &,, any more, we will use the same notation as in the case of &,,.

Let ¢ be a complex number and we will mean by the Hecke algebra H,(q) of type A,,_1 the algebra

over C with generators 1, g1, 9o, ..., gn—1 with the defining relations
1. ¢?=(q—1)gi+q fori=1,2,....n—1
2. 9i9i+19i = Gi+19:i9i+1 fori=1,2,...,n—2
3. 9i9; = 9;9i whenever i — j| > 2

When ¢ is not a root of unity, it is known that H,(q) = C[&,].
If gi,9i, - - - gi, cannot be expressed by any linear combination whose terms are products of at most
k — 1 generators, then g;, g, ... ¢, is called the reduced expression. Using the same notation as in the

case of C[&,,], we denote g;—1gi—2...¢gi—a; by U; q,. As well known fact, we can show the following.



Proposition 4.1. H,(q) has following basis as a vector space over C.
{U27d2U37d3 . Ui,di .. 'Un,dn | (dz, ds, ..., dn) S [0, 1] X [0, 2] X ... X [0, n— 1]}

(where the i-th contribution is only to be included if d; > 1, and Uz oUso...Upn o is the unit element in

Hn(q))

Let V be the complex vector space with basis {vr | T' € STab(\)} for A € A,,. We define the linear
map my(g;) for elements g; € H,,(¢) on V) in three ways according to the relation of location between the

box on which 7 is labeled and the box on which ¢ + 1 is labeled in T
1. If ¢ and ¢ + 1 appear in the same row, 7 (g;)vr = qur.
2. If i and i 4+ 1 appear in the same column, 7 (g;)vr = —vr.

3. Otherwise, we observe that s; - T is also in STab(\), and 75 (g;) acts on the subspace Cvp @ Cus,.p
of V) defined by the matrix,

¢“(1—q) Va1 — ¢ (1 — ¢

1—¢q

Va(l — g 1) (1 — g7 —(1-9q)

where d = dr; ;41 is the axial distance from ¢ to 7+ 1in 7'

When ¢ # 0 and ¢ is not a k-th root of unity with 1 < k < n — 1, this matrix is always well-defined

because of Lemma 2.5.

Theorem 4.2. For A € A, and p € Ay, such that X # p, we have wy 2 7,. Moreover, by the definition

above, {mx | A € Ay} is all equivalent classes of irreducible representations of Hn(q).
To see the relation of representation matrix between 7y and 7y, we show the following lemma.

Lemma 4.3. For any T € STab(\) with A € A, following holds.

dr ;= —der;
Therefore, we obtain the following immediately.
Proposition 4.4. The following relations between mwy and 7y hold for every A € A,,.
1. If ma(gi)vr = qur, then me\(gi)ver = —vep

2. If 7T)\(gi)’UT = —vT, then WtA(gi)UtT = qutT



3. Otherwise, we observe that s; -* T is also in STab(*)), and m:x(g;) leaves invariant the subspace

Cuep @ Cug, .t of Vex. On the subspace Cvir @ Cug, e, mex(gi) s described by the matriz

1 ~(1-4q) —q(1 — ¢ 1)(1 = ¢?1)
1-¢4

—Va(1— ¢4 1)(1 — ¢%*T) ¢“(1—q)

where d = dr ; ;41 s the azial distance from i toi1+1 in T.

We introduce another presentation of H,(q). Assume g # —1 and set

2g; —(¢g—1)

1 fori=1,2,...n—1
q

fi=

Proposition 4.5. These generate H,(q) and constitute with the relations
1. fA=1 fori=1,2,....n—1
qg—1\2 ,
2. fifivafi = firafifira + (m) (fit1 — fi) fori=1,2,...,n—1
3. fifi=Ffifi whenever |i — j| > 2
a presentation of H,(q).
Proof. A straightforward computation. O

We denote fi_1fi—2... fi—q, withi =2,3,...nand d; € [0,i—1] by U’; q,. In the same way as Proposition

4.1, we can show the following.
Proposition 4.6. H,(q) has following basis as a vector space over C.

{U2.0,U'3,45 - Uig; . . U'na, |(da,ds, ... dy)

Y

€[0,1] x [0,2] X ... x [0,n — 1]}

(where the i-th contribution is only to be included if d; > 1, and U'soU'so... U’y 0 is the unit element

Proof. Expanding U's 4,U's.ay...U'sq;-..U'n.a, with g;’s, the term which has the longest length is the
nonzero scalar multiplication of Us 4,Us 4. . .Ui ;- - -Un,q, from the definition of f;’s. Hence U’ 4,U’3 4. - -

U'ig,...Una,’s are linearly independent and constitute a basis of H,(q). O
From the definition of 7, and Proposition 4.4, we observe the following.
Proposition 4.7. The following relations between 7y and mey hold for every A € A,,.

1. mx(fi)vr = vr and mex(fi)ver = —ver if @ and i+ 1 appear in the same row of T.



2. ma(fi)vr = —vr and e\ (fi)ver = ver if @ and i + 1 appear in the same column of T.

3. Otherwise, the representation matriz of wx(fi) acting on subspace of Vy spanned by (vr,vs,.1), and

meA(fi) acting on subspace of Viy spanned by (ver, vs,.t7) is given by

A B —-A —-B
mA(fi) ~ mea(fi) ~
B —-A —-B A

where

(1-¢g)(1+4¢%
(I+q)(1—q%

B 2¢/q(1 — ¢ 1)(1 — ¢?+1)
(1+q)(1—q%

d=dr;i

5 The subalgebra 21,(q) of H,(q)

From Proposition 4.5, we observe that parity of length of each expression by f;’s is preserved even if
we choose another expression. To be exact, if an expression of even (resp. odd) length is expressed in
a linear combination of other expressions, then the length of each term is even (resp. odd). So we can
consider the subalgebra 2,,(¢) generated by all elements of even length like the case of the alternating
groups. We will show this subalgebra has dimension just a half of that of H,(q). Moreover, we will
show a presentation of 2, (¢q), which is a g-analogue of that of 2,,. Comparing with basic relations of
2, shown in Proposition 3.5, quadratic relations are same as in the case of 2,,, but cubic relations are
slightly different.
Now we define the subalgebra 2, (q) of H,(q).

Definition 5.1. For n > 3 and ¢ # —1, we define 2,,(¢) the subalgebra over C of H,(q) generated by

flfiJrl with 1 S 7 S n— 1.

To be consistent with the alternating group 22, we set 23(g) the subalgebra of Ha(q) generated by

the unit element.

Proposition 5.2. 2,(q) consists of all elements whose terms have even length in the expression by f;

with1 <i<n-—1.

Proof. From Proposition 4.5, the multiplication of two monomial elements of even length is expressed by

elements whose terms have even length. Hence it is enough to see that f;fy(for 1 < j,k <n—1j #k)

10



are generated by fif;’s. If j =1and k > 1or j > 2 and k = 1, then f;fi is the generator itself. For
j>2and k> 2, fifjfifx = fjfr. For j =2, we obtain from Proposition 4.5 that

fab = (B8 fe = (U7) U= hfahi )

Thus, we complete the proof. O

Theorem 5.3. As a vector space over the field C, 2,,(q) has dimension n!/2.

. n!
dim¢ 2, (q) = >

Proof. Consider all of elements which have even length in the set,

!/ ! /
(U'9.0,U"3.d5 - Ulia, ...

Y

U'na, I(da,ds,...,dn)
€10,1] x [0,2] x ... x [0,n— 1]}

Then they are linearly independent over C in 2,,(¢). Thus it is sufficient to prove that any element in

A, (q) is expressed as a linear combination of the form,

! ! !
{U2a,U'345...Uia; -

s &

Up.a, | (d2,ds, ... dy)

€[0,1] x [0,2] x ... x [0,n— 1] length is even}
We will prove this by induction on the length of elements in 2,,(¢). Consider the element f;, fi, - .. fi,.
in 2, (g). In the exchange and deletion process of expressions of words using relations of Proposition 4.5,
leading terms of right hand sides of Proposition 4.5 bring us same calculations as in the case of &,,, and
remaining terms calculations for the products of at most 2(k — 1) f;’s. By the induction assumption,

remaining terms can be expressed with a linear combination of desired form, hence f;, fi, ... fi,, can be

also. O
Next we will give a presentation of 2, (q).

Proposition 5.4. Let y; = fifiy1 fori=1,2,...,n—2. Then y;’s satisfy the following relations.

1 37_q__12(2_ Y+ 1
- Y1 = g+ 1 Y1~

2. y? =1 fori>1
3 q—1\? 2 ;
3. (Yi—1yi) :_(q—i-—l) {(yi—lyi) _yi—lyi}+1 fori=2,3,...,n—2

4. (yiyj)? =1 whenever |i — j| > 1

11



Proof. Relations 2 and 4 are obvious. For relation 1,

(11)* = fifofifofifo
= {f2f1 + (uy(l - f1f2)}f1f2

g+1
=1+ (%)2{f1f2 - (f1f2)2}
——(5) -+

For relation 3,

(i—19:)® = fufifufimrfufifufisi fofifa fia
= fififisififirrfififin
_Srepr a—1N\2 e NI
= {ffenifidin+ (557) (fenr = 1S e filifi
=1+ (3_1—1)2(f1fiflfi+l — fififiraifififivr)

qg—1\2 2
:14’(—){1'7 i — (Yi—1Yi }
L r1) Wy~ i)

Thus we complete the proof. O

Theorem 5.5. The generators y;’s and relations given in Proposition 5.4 define a presentation of Ay, (q).

We will prove this theorem at the end of this section.
Assume that ¢ # —1. Let éln(q) (n > 3) be an algebra over C generated by elements a1, as, ..., a,—2

with defining relations,

[y

—1n\2
agz—(q—) a?—ay)+1
1 | (a1 —a1)

2.&12:1 fori>1

qg—1\2 :
3. (a;— ai3=—(—) {ai_ a;)? —a;_ ai}—i—l fori=2,3,...,n—2
(ai-1ai) ) (ai-1ai) 1
4. (a;a;)* =1 whenever i — j| > 1

For n = 2, we set 2s(g) an algebra over C generated by only the unit element.

To prove the Theorem 5.5, we shall begin with the following Lemma.
Lemma 5.6. The following relations hold for éln(q)

— 172
1. aflza%—l—(%) (a1 — 1)

2. ai_lzai fori=23,....n—2
_ qg—1\2 )
3. ai—1a;ai-1 = a;a; a; (—) i i =2,3,...,n—2
Ai—10;0;—1 = G;0; 14 ) (ai—1 — a;) for i n



— 12
4. aa;—10; = a;_llaia;_ll — (q_) (a; — a;_ll) fori=23,...,n—2

qg+1
5. a;a1 = al_lai ara; = aial_l fori>2
6. a;a; = aja; whenever |i —j| > 1 and i,j > 1
Proof. A straightforward computation. O

Proposition 5.7. Forn > 3, 2, (q) is generated as a vector space over C by the monomials with at most

one occurrence of an_o.

Proof. For n = 4, Let M be a monomial in 24(¢) with at least two occurrences of as. Displaying two
consecutive occurrences of as in M, we write M = MyasMsas M3, where we can assume that Ms is a
monomial in a1, that may be 1 or a; or a%. For the first case, aslas = 1. For the second case, from the

relation 4 of Lemma 5.6,

-1 -1 q—1)2 -1
(20102 = aj ~G2a] (—q—l—l (az —ay ™)

Hence we get the desired form. For the third case, from the relation 1, 3 of Lemma 5.6,

_ —1\2
asaias = ag{al 1 (Z-i-—l) (a1 — 1)}a2

-1

q 2
= aiaz2a1 + (—q T 1) (al - (lz)

—1\2
—_ (Z.'.—1> (a2a1a2 - 1)

Applying the second case to the term ajasa;, we get the desired form for the third case. Thus we complete
the proof for n = 4.

Next, let M be a monomial in an(q) with at least two occurrences of a,,_o. Displaying two consecutive
occurrences of as in M, we write M = Mia,_oMsa,_oMs, where we can assume that M is a monomial
in aj,as...an_3. We can assume by induction that Ms contains a,_3 at most once. If My does not

contain a,_3 at all, then by the relation 2, 5, 6 of Lemma 5.6,
M = My Mba? Mz = M, M} M;

for some M}, € an_l(q). In this case, a,_3 is vanished. If M> contains a,_3 exactly once, we can write
My = Mya,_3Ms with My, My in aq,as,...a,_4 and then by the relations 5, 6 of Lemma 5.6,
M = Myayp—oMyan—3Msa,—oMs = My Mja,—2a,—3a,—2 ML Ms
for some M}, M} € 2,,_1(q). By the relation 4 of Lemma 5.6,
q—1

2
M = MlMi{aﬁiaan—zaﬁia = (q+—1) (an—2 — a;13)}MéM3

reducing the number of occurrence of a,_s. O
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Consider the following sets of monomials.
S1=1{1,a1,a7}

SQ - {1; az, a2da1q, CLQCL%}

2
Si = {1, Ay A3 AG5—145 -y AiA5—-1 ... A2071, QA5 - . .agal}

Sp—o ={1,an_2,an_20n_3,...,0n_20n_3...A201, Ap_20n_3 - ..a20] }
We shall say that My = U1Us...U,_5 is a monomial in normal form in éln(q), if U; € S; for i =

1,2,...n — 2. There are n!/2 of monomials in normal form in 2, (¢).

Proposition 5.8. The monomials in normal form in A, (q) generate A, (q) as a vector space over C. In

particular, dime 2, (q) < n!/2

Proof. The proof will be by induction. For n = 3, it is obvious. Let M be an element in an(q) If M
contains no a,_s, then M € an,l(q). Hence by the induction assumption, M is expressed by a linear
combination of monomials in normal form in ﬁln(q) If M contains a,_o, then by Proposition 5.7, we can
write M = Mia,,_oM, where My, My € an_l(q). By induction, Ms is a linear combination of the form
UUs...Uy—3 with U; € S; for i =1,2,...,n — 3. By the relations 5, 6 of Lemma 5.6, we have

Mian_oUiUs ... Uy—3 = Mian_2Up,_3

for some M} in A,_1(g). By induction again, M/ is a linear combination of monomials of the form

UiUs...U,_3 with U; € S;. Thus M is a linear combination of monomials U1Us . ..U, _5 as desired. [

Proof of Theorem 5.5. Consider the map ¢ : 2,(q) — A,,(¢) such that ¢(a;) = y;. ¢ defines a homo-
morphism of algebras. We immediately observe that this map is surjective. Hence it is enough to see
that the dimension of éln(q) is no more than the dimension of 2, (gq), but this was already shown in

Proposition 5.8. o

6 Representations of 2,(q)

In this section, we analyze representations of 2, (q) by restricting the representations we know from
H,(q). There is a close relationship between representations of &,, and those of 2, already shown in
section 2. We will see this phenomenon in the case of H,(¢) and 2, (q). For irreducible representations
7 of Hy(q), we denote by 7y the restriction of my to 2, (q). For g € A, (q),

mlgr= Y.  grpor
T’ €STab())
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where g%)T, ’s are complex numbers. For T,T" € STab(\), there exists o € &,, such that o - T =T". We
define the distance d(T,T") from T to T' by (o).

Lemma 6.1. For g € A,(q),

Y A
ger e = 97,17

Proof. Tt is enough to prove for the case g € {y; | 1 < i < n — 2}. The element f; acts on vy in
three ways according to where ’¢” and i + 1’ appear in the standard tableau T'. Hence, for the action of
yi = f1fi+1, we must consider places of 1, 2, i + 1 and i + 2. We claim that only two cases are possible
for arrangements of 1 and 2: they appear in the same row, or appear in the same column. If ¢ > 1, then
there is no interaction between the action of fi; and f;+;. But if ¢ = 1, then actions of f; and f2 interact.
Hence the action of y; is more complicate. So, we show equalities of matrix elements as the case may be.

The case 7 > 1.

1. If 1 and 2 appear in the same row(resp. column) of T', and 7 + 1 and i + 2 also appear in the same
row(resp. column) of 7', then 1 and 2 appear in the same column(resp. row) of T and i + 1 and
i+ 2 also appear in the same column(resp. row) of *T". In this case, we easily get 7z (y;)vr = vr

and ﬁ't)\(yi)’UtT = vt.

2. If 1 and 2 appear in the same row(resp. column) of T, and i + 1 and ¢ + 2 appear in the same
column(resp. row) of T, then 1 and 2 appear in the same column(resp. row) of T and i + 1 and
i+ 2 appear in the same row(resp. column) of *T". In this case, we easily get 7x(y;)vr = —vr, and

7~Tt)\(yi)’l}tT = —Utp.

3. If 1 and 2 appear in the same row(resp. column) of T, and ¢ + 1 and i 4+ 2 appear in neither the
same row nor the same column of 7', then 1 and 2 appear in the same column(resp. row) of T

Using the notation of the end of section 4, set

A
Ax(fir1) = for the basis vr, v, .7
B -—-A
and we get
x(yi)vr = Avr + Bus,,,.7(resp. —Avp — Bug,,,.1)
ex(yi)ver = Avep + Buy,, , +r(resp. —Avip — Bug,, .o7)
The case i =1

By exchanging T' and !T, we observe that it is enough to check only in two cases: 1, 2 and 3 appear

in the same row, 1 and 2 appear in the same row and 1 and 3 appear in the same column.
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1. If 1, 2 and 3 appear in the same row of T, then 1, 2 and 3 appear in the same column of !T". In

this case, we easily get T (y1)vr = vr and 7ey (y1)vep = ve.

2. 1 and 2 appear in the same row and 1 and 3 appear in the same column of 7', then 1 and 2 appear
in the same column and 1 and 3 appear in the same row of ‘T. We observe that f; acts on v,

Vs,.T, Vtp and vg, e as scalar multiplication. Using the notation of the end of section 4, set

A B
ma(f2) = for the basis vr, vs,.7

B -A
and we get

a(y1)vr = Avp — Bug,.1r

7~Tt>\(y1)’l}tT = AUtT — B'USQ.tT

Proposition 6.2. For A € A,
T\ = Tt )

Proof. From Lemma 6.1, representation matrices of 7 and 7ty for generators of 2, (g) are coincide.

Therefore, the above statement holds. O
For A € A,, with n > 1, we set

STab(A\)T = {T € STab(\) | T(1,1) = 1,T(1,2) = 2}
STab(A)™ = {T € STab(\) | T(1,1) =1,T(2,1) = 2}
Then, STab(\) is a disjoint union of STab(A)* and STab(A)~. If X is self-conjugate, then T' € STab(\)*
if and only if *T" € STab()\)~, therefore, STab(A\)* corresponds to STab(A\)~ one to one and onto by
mapping, T — T
Let X is self-conjugate. Let V3 be the representation space of 7. Now, we will introduce two subspaces

f/;r and f/; of Vy as follows.

V;r = @ (C(’UT/ + ’UtT)
TESTab(A\)+

‘7)\_ = @ (C(’UT — ’UtT)
TESTab(\)+

Then, Vj is a direct sum of f/;r and f/; as vector space over C.
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Proposition 6.3. Let A € A,, be self-conjugate. Then f/)\"' and ‘7/\_ are A, (q)- submodules of Va, and Vy

has a A, (q)-submodule decomposition as follows.
W=Vl aV, as A (q)-module

Proof. Let g € An(q). We set T € STab(A\)T. From Lemma 6.1, we get following calculation for the

element vy + vep of f//\*.

g r +ver) = Y g (o + o)
T’ €STab())

D S e
T7€STab(A)+

+ Z Q%T/ (’UT/ + UtT/)
T’eSTab(\)—

= Y Belr )
T’ €STab(A\)+

+ Y G (or o)
T’ €STab(A)+

= Z (g%T' + g’;\"fT/)('UT/ + UtT/)
T’€STab(\)*

Thus, 7 (g)(vrr +vep) is in V.
Next, we get following calculation for the element vy — veps of ‘7/\7.

) or —ver) = > g (o — o)
T’ €STab())

=Y el )

T7€STab(A)+

=+ Z g%T/ ('UT/ — ’UtT/)
T’eSTab(\)—

=Y el )

T’ €STab(\)+

_ Z g%/pT/ (’UT/ — ’UtT/)

T’ €STab(A)+

S (@~ P or — o)
T’€STab(M\)*

Thus, 7 (g)(vr — vep) is in V.

We denote by ﬁ;r the representation of 2, (g) corresponding to f/;r and 7y corresponding to f/)f.
Next, we will show the irreducibilities of these representations and semisimplicity of 2, (¢). Let A € A,,

be non self-conjugate. Then VA and Vi A are isomorphic as 2, (¢)-modules and the direct sum VA ® Vi A
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has another decomposition as C vector spaces,
To@ iy =V @ ¥y
where f/)\+ and f//\_ defined as follows.

V;r = @ (C(’UT + ’UtT)
TESTab())

Vi = @ C(vr — vep)

TeSTab()\)
Proposition 6.4. If X is non self-conjugate, then the above decomposition of Vy @ Viy,
WaeVi=VaoV,
is a submodule decomposition of A, (q).

Proof. For vp 4+ vep € f/; cViaoW A, we consider the direct sum of irreducible representations 7y and
7ex. For g € Ay (q), we have from Lemma 6.1 the following.

(@ 7o) @r +vr) = Y g (vr +verr)
T/ €STab())

Thus, (7x ® 7tx)(g)(vr +ver) is in VyF.

The Similar calculation is valid for f/)\_, hence we omit the calculation for f/)\_. O

Theorem 6.5. Let q be a complex number such that ¢ # 0 and q is not a k-th root of unity with
1 <k <n. Let \1,'A\1,02," Na,. ., Ay b, be non self-conjugate Young diagrams and Ap+1,\p+2,. - -, A\p+q e
self-conjugate Young diagrams within A,,. Then representations Tx, ,Tx,, - .., 7, ,7?;\:“ , ﬁ';pﬂ U ,ﬁ'i‘pﬂ,

ﬁ;ﬁq are irreducible and not equivalent each other. These representations consist of all equivalent classes

of irreducible representations of A (q). Hence, Uy, (q) is semisimple.

Proof. At first, we will show the semisimplicity of 2,,(¢) under the assumptions of irreducibilities and

mutual inequalities of these representations. We consider the map

n 2 € Apn(q) — T (2) © ... DT, (2) D 7~T:\:+1 () @ 7~T)Tp+1(17) D...

o7y (p)eT, | ()
Then, by theorems of Burnside and Frobenius-Schur, 2,,(¢) has a quotient 7, (2, (¢)) isomorphic to the
semisimple algebra & Endc V' where V' runs over irreducible representation spaces listed in the statement
of theorem.

This semisimple algebra has dimension n!/2 and we already show that 2,,(¢) has dimension n!/2, thus

A, (q) is isomorphic to @ Endc V' and semisimple.
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Next, we will show the irreducibilities and mutual inequalities of these representations by induction.
For n = 2, it is obvious. Indeed, A2(g) is generated by the unit element, and both 7y and 7 ;2 are
identity maps.
For n = 3, 7(3) and 7(ys) are identity map and
_ o -
Vey = V(2,1) ® V(2,1)
where,

‘7(;,1) = C(vr +ver)

V;,l) = (C(’UT — ’UtT)
with standard tableau T as follows.
T(1,1)=1 T(1,2) =2 T(2,1)=3

We get the following from the proof of Lemma 6.1,Proposition 6.3,

1+ ¢ F2v/q(1+q+¢?)

~+ .
7r(2,1)(y1)(vT o) = ETIE (vp £ veg)
- 1+ ¢ T2¢/q(1+q+¢*)\2
+ 2 .
W(zyl)(yl)(vT +up) = { (+q7 } (v £ vep)

Since every representation has degree 1, these representations are irreducible. Moreover, since ¢ is neither
0 nor k-th root of unity with 1 < k < 3, we immediately have 1/q(1 + g + ¢2) is nonzero. Hence they are
mutually inequivalent.

Let n > 3. By induction assumption, 2(,,_1(q) is a semisimple algebra with central primitive idempo-
tents 2, ,2x/pse - o ZA';.”Z)J\r’p/H’Z;’p/H" . ZNp’+q”Z;’p’+q’ with Xq,.. N pyg€ Ap—q and Nq,.. N are
non self-conjugate and Xpiy1,..., N p4q are self-conjugate.

Let A € A, be non self-conjugate. Then there is no diagram X € A,_; such that )\ is non self-
conjugate and X < X and ‘N < A Indeed, for such diagram, we immediately obtain, '\’ < *\ and
N < A, Hence, 'A =\ but this is contradiction. When we restrict Vi to 2,_1(¢g)-module, we can

write(for the reason, see [15]),

f/)\ = VNH D VNQ D...D f/)\/w D f/)\/ D...D VXir+s

ipg1

where \';,’s are all of elements in A,, such that \';; < A. We suppose that \';,, 's,,..., N are non self-

conjugate and \ ., N4, are self-conjugate. We observe that s is at most 1 because it is impossible

Gl ®*

to remove one box and add another box with keeping the self-conjugacy. We can write by induction,

V)\ = VA/il @VA/iz D... @V)‘/iT
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or

Vn=Va, @V, &...0 VW, &V L ® Vi

il

with each subspace is irreducible 2,,_1(g)-module and inequivalent each other. For X/, N e A, _1 such
that \' < X and N < ), there is exactly one X/ € A,,_5 such that A/ < X and A’ < X. Let T € STab())
be such that the tableau obtained from T by removing n-th box is shape A and the tableau obtained
from T by removing n-th box and n — 1-th box is shape A”. Similarly, let 7' € STab(\) be such that the
tableau obtained from T' by removing n-th box is shape ) and the tableau obtained from T by removing
n-th box and n — 1-th box is shape \”.

If \ is non self-conjugate, then vy € Vi, and we get,
x(Yn—2)vr = Avr + Buj

Since g # 0 and ¢ is not a k-th root of unity with 1 < k < n, B is well-defined and nonzero. If X is non

self-conjugate, then
7A(23)TA(Yn—2)vr = Bug € f/;\,

If \ is self-conjugate, then as the submodule decomposition

we can write vz as follows
1 1
vp = g +ug) + Hlor —v7)

where T' € STab(A) be such that the tableau obtained from T by removing n-th box is shape A and
the tableau obtained from T by removing n-th box and n — 1-th box is shape *A”. vz + vz € f/:\f and

vy — vz € V5. Hence

(UT + Uf) eV

ﬁk(Z;)ﬁA(yn_g)UT = 2\

(25, )7A(Yn—2)vr = — (vp —vz) € V5,

| |

If X is self-conjugate, then other Young diagrams N € A,_; with X' < X are non self-conjugate. We
set vr +vp € f/; and vy — vy € VA_, where 7' € STab(A) be such that the tableau obtained from T by
removing n-th box is shape A’ and the tableau obtained from T by removing n-th box and n — 1-th box

is shape ‘\”. Then we get,

TA(Yn—2)(vr +v3) = Avr + Bug + Ta(Yn—2) (v4)
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and elements in V;, do not appear in 7x(Yn—2)(v4). Hence,
T (25)7A(Yn—2) (v +v4) = Bug € V;,

is nonzero.

The same discussion is valid for vy — vs € f/;/ and we get,
7~T>\(2’5\,)7~T>\(yn_2)(UT — UT) = B’UT S V;\,

Because X € A,,_1 is arbitrary with X' < \, every A, (¢)-submodule W of Vy includes whole Vy, therefore
f/)\ is irreducible.

Let A € A, be self-conjugate. When we restrict Vy to 2, _1(g)-module, we can write(see [15] again),
‘7)\ e ‘7)\/1.1 D ‘773)\/1.1 D...D V)\/w D Vt)\/ir D ‘N/Xir+1 D...D ‘7)‘/%+5

where \';;’s are same as the non self-conjugate case. We observe that s is at most 1 because it is impossible

to remove one box and add another box with keeping the self-conjugacy. We set for j = +, —,

Vi=Vi e. .oV o. oV,

tr4s
where each direct summand is irreducible 2,1 (g)-module with f/;/ril = 17)\71_1 y ey f/;,r = 17)\71_ and (if

exist) V7, e V,

. are mutually inequivalent each other by induction. Hence, from Proposition 6.3,
Tr4+1

we can write,
R
For N, )N € A,_1 such that ) < X and N < ), there is exactly one X/ € A,_» such that \/ < ) and
N < X. Let T € STab()\) be such that the tableau obtained from T by removing n-th box is shape
X and the tableau obtained from T by removing n-th box and n — 1-th box is shape \”. Similarly, let
T € STab(\) be such that the tableau obtained from 7' by removing n-th box is shape A’ and the tableau
obtained from T by removing n-th box and n — 1-th box is shape \”.
For vy + v € f/;,
x(Yn—2)(vr + vi7) = Avy + Buj + Avep + Bugj
= A(vr + ver) + B(vg + veq)

where B(vy + v,7) is a nonzero element in V:\Jf Hence,
Fx(z3)Fa(yn2) (07 + ver) = Blog + vig) € V7

Because X' € A,_1 is arbitrary with N <A, every 2, (¢g)-submodule W of f/;r includes whole f/;r, hence
f/;' is irreducible. The same argument is valid for the case in vy — vep € f/)\_. Thus the irreducibilities of

f/)\+ and f//\_ were proved.
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Finally, we show inequivalencies of Vy’s as A, (¢)-module. If X is self-conjugate, then there is at most
one self-conjugate X in A,_1 or A,_2 such that A’ < X. In this case, f/;r has a direct summand f/;,r
and does not have V,; as 2,,_1(q) nor 2,,_s(¢)- module, and V,” has a direct summand V, and does
not have V;} as 2,,—1(¢) nor 2, _»(q)- module On the other hand, If 4 is non self-conjugate, then V,, has
both f/;,r and ‘7/\7 or has neither ‘7;7 nor ‘7/\7. Hence, f//\Jr and f/; and f/# are mutually inequivalent.

Next, we consider the case that different Young diagrams A and p are both self-conjugate or the case
that different Young diagrams A and p are both non self-conjugate with ‘A # p. In the former case, the
set of all X € A,,_1 such that ' < A do not coincide with the set of all p/ € A, _1 such that p/ < p.
Hence, V3 and Vu are inequivalent already as 2[,_1(g)-module. Since f/;r = f/}f as Ap,—1(g)-module
and Vy = f/; @ f/}\_ as 2A,_1(g)-module, fff and f/f are mutually inequivalent already as 2A,—1(q)-
module. In the latter case, the set of all \,!\ € A,_; such that A’ < X do not coincide with the
set of all y/,*u’ € A,_1 such that i/ < p. Hence, Vy and V, are mutually inequivalent already as
A, —1(g)-module. O

Finally, we shall show the multiplicity of the irreducible #,(¢)-module V,, in the induced module
Indg:((j)) (f/) where V is an irreducible A, (¢)-module. We use the following Proposition known as

Nakayama relation.

Proposition 6.6. If S is a subring of a ring R, M is a R-module and N is a S-module then there is a

natural homomorphism.
Homg (N, Res&(M)) = Homp(IndZ(N), M)
Proof. See for example, [1]. O

Using the Proposition 6.6 and Schur’s Lemma, We have the following.

Proposition 6.7. If A € A,, is non self-conjugate then the following holds.

H’ﬂ () ~J
Ind}{@) (V) 2 Vi & Viy

If A € A, is self-conjugate then the following holds.

Hnp ¥ ~ (@) (Y=Y ~v
Indy (9 (V;F) =2 Ind " (@ (V) = Vy

Proof. Directly from Proposition 6.6 we have

H’ﬂ () ~J 7 Hn
Homyy,, () (Indy "9 (VA), V,,) = Homay, (g) (Va, Resyy" (9 (V,,))

and the Schur’s Lemma means that its dimension is the multiplicity of Vi in the restriction Resi" ((‘;)) (V).
Multiplicities of irreducible 2, (g)-modules in the restrictions of irreducible H,,(g)-modules are already

shown in Proposition 6.2 and Theorem 6.5 for the non self-conjugate case and in Proposition 6.3 and

Theorem 6.5 for the self-conjugate case. O
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