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ABSTRACT. The generic Hecke algebra for the hyperoctahedral group, i.e. the Weyl group
of type By, contains the generic Hecke algebra for the symmetric group, i.e. the Weyl group
of type A,—_1, as a subalgebra. Inducing the index representation of the subalgebra gives
a Hecke algebra module, which splits multiplicity free. The corresponding zonal spherical
functions are calculated in terms of g-Krawtchouk polynomials. The result covers a number of
previously established interpretations of (¢-)Krawtchouk polynomials on the hyperoctahedral
group, finite groups of Lie type, hypergroups and the quantum SU(2) group.

§1. Introduction.

The hyperoctahedral group is the finite group of signed permutations, and it contains the
permutation group as a subgroup. The functions on the hyperoctahedral group, which are
left and right invariant with respect to the permutation group, are spherical functions. The
zonal spherical functions are the spherical functions which are contained in an irreducible
subrepresentation of the group algebra under the left regular representation. The zonal
spherical functions are known in terms of finite discrete orthogonal polynomials, the so-
called symmetric Krawtchouk polynomials. This result goes back to Vere-Jones in the
beginning of the seventies, and is also contained in the work of Delsarte on coding theory,
see [9] for information and references.

There are also group theoretic interpretations of g-Krawtchouk polynomials. Here g¢-
Krawtchouk polynomials are g-analogues of the Krawtchouk polynomials in the sense that
for ¢ tending to one we recover the Krawtchouk polynomials. There is more than one
g-analogue for the Krawtchouk polynomial, but we consider the g-analogue which is com-
monly called ¢g-Krawtchouk polynomial, see §7 for its definition in terms of basic hyper-
geometric series [11]. In particular there is the interpretation by Stanton [21], [23] of
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g-Krawtchouk polynomials (for specific values of its parameter and of ¢) as spherical func-
tions on so-called finite groups of Lie type [4] which have the hyperoctahedral group as
Weyl group.

Outside the group theoretic setting there are some relevant interpretations of the (g-
)Krawtchouk polynomials. The non-symmetric Krawtchouk polynomials have an interpre-
tation as symmetrised characters on certain hypergroups, cf. Dunkl and Ramirez [10], and
the hyperoctahedral group case is recovered by a suitable specialisation. For the quantum
SU(2) group case the g-Krawtchouk polynomials enter the picture as matrix elements of a
basis transition in the representation space of the irreducible unitary representations, see
Koornwinder [17].

The hyperoctahedral group is the Weyl group for the root system of type B, and we
can associate the (generic) Hecke algebra to it. There is a subalgebra corresponding to
the Hecke algebra for the symmetric group, and we can consider functions which are left
and right invariant with respect to the index representation of the Hecke algebra for the
symmetric group. The index representation is the analogue of the trivial representation.
We show that the zonal spherical functions on this Hecke algebra can be expressed in terms
of ¢-Krawtchouk polynomials by deriving and solving a second-order difference equation
for the zonal spherical functions. This interpretation of g-Krawtchouk polynomials gives a
unified approach to the interpretations of (¢-)Krawtchouk polynomials as zonal spherical
functions on the hyperoctahedral group and the appropriate finite groups of Lie type,
since these can be obtained by suitable specialisation. Moreover, it contains the Dunkl and
Ramirez result on the interpretation of Krawtchouk polynomials as symmetrised characters
on certain hypergroups, and it gives a conceptual explanation of the occurence of the ¢-
Krawtchouk polynomials in the quantum SU(2) group setting.

The main reason why this procedure works is that the Hecke algebra module induced
from the index representation of the subalgebra splits multiplicity free. This should be the
case, since the induced representation from the symmetric group to the hyperoctahedral
group splits multiplicity free. To every Coxeter group a Hecke algebra can be associated
so we might consider each case of a finite Coxeter group (here the hyperocathedral group)
with a maximal parabolic subgroup (here the symmetric group) for which the induced
representation from the maximal parabolic subgroup splits multiplicity free. A list of
these situations can be found in [3, Thm. 10.4.11]. In order to obtain interesting spherical
functions we have to restrict to the cases A,,, B, = C,,, D,,, for which we have a parameter
n, with 13" as a possible addition to this list, cf. [23, Table 1]. For the Weyl group cases,
ie. A,, B,, D,, only the non-simply-laced B,, is interesting, since the corresponding
Hecke algebra has two parameters. The Hecke algebras for the simply-laced A,, and D,,
only have one parameter, so we cannot expect an extension of the results tabulated in
Stanton [23, Table 2]. The case studied here corresponds to B, , (notation of [3, p. 295,
Thm. 10.4.11]).

The contents of the paper are as follows. In §2 we investigate the hyperoctahedral
group in more detail. In particular we study the coset representatives of minimal length
with respect to the permutation subgroup. The Hecke algebra H,, for the hyperoctahedral
group and the subalgebra F,, corresponding to the Hecke algebra for the symmetric group
are introduced in §3. The representation of H,, obtained by inducing the index represen-



¢-KRAWTCHOUK POLYNOMIALS AND HECKE ALGEBRAS 3

tation of F,, is also studied in §3. The induced module V,, is an analogue of C[Z3] and
is a commutative algebra carrying a non-degenerate bilinear form. In §4 we let the quan-
tised universal enveloping algebra U,1,2(sl(2, C)) for sl(2,C) act on V;,, which by Jimbo’s
analogue of the Frobenius-Schur-Weyl duality gives the commutant of the action of F,, on
V. So the F,-invariant elements, i.e. the elements transforming according to the index
representation of F,, in V,, are identified with an irreducible module of U,/2(sl(2,C)).

Next, in §5 we calculate the characters of the algebra V,,, and we give the corresponding
orthogonality relations. Using the non-degenerate bilinear form we identify V,, with its
dual. The contragredient representation is investigated in §6, and we decompose V" =V,
multiplicity free into irreducible H,-modules. In §6 we also investigate the U,1,2(sl(2, C))-
module of F,,-invariant elements in greater detail by giving the action of the generators
of Uji/2(sl(2,C)) in an explicit basis. A second-order difference equation as well as or-
thogonality relations for the zonal spherical elements are derived in §7. The second-order
difference equation is used to identify the zonal spherical element with g-Krawtchouk poly-
nomials. The relation with the interpretations of (¢-)Krawtchouk polynomials alluded to
in the first few paragraphs is worked out in some more detail in §7.

Notation. The notation for g-shifted factorials (a;q)x = Hf:_ol(l —aq'), k € Z,, and basic
hypergeometric series

00 k
A1y..e 5 Qr41 a1;q)k .- - \Qr4+1,9)k 2
r+1§0r( * 7Q7Z):§ ( ) ( + )

bi,.... b, = 0@k (b e (G k

follows Gasper and Rahman [11]. If one of the upper parameters a; equals ¢~ ¢, d € Z,
then the series terminates. If one of the lower parameters b; equals ¢™", n € Z,, then the
series is not well-defined unless one of the upper parameters equals ¢~¢, d € {0,1,...,n}
with the convention that if d = n we consider it as a terminating series of n + 1 terms.

Acknowledgement. 1 thank Gert Heckman and Eric Opdam for suggestions and their help
in searching the literature.

§2. The hyperoctahedral group.

The hyperoctahedral group is the semi-direct product H,, = Z§ xS,,, where Zy = {—1, 1}
considered as the multiplicative group of two elements and .S,, is the symmetric group, the
group of permutations on n letters. So H,, is the wreath product ZsS,,. The order of H,,
is 2" n!.

The hyperoctahedral group is the Weyl group for the root system of type B,, (or C,),
cf. [2, Planche II]. The hyperoctahedral group operates on the standard n-dimensional
Euclidean space R™ with coordinates ¢;, = 1,... ,n. The group S,, acts by permutation
of the coordinates and = € Z3 acts by sign changes, i.e. x maps €; to x;¢;. Observe that
x € Z5 C H,, is involutive. The roots, denoted by R, are £¢;, 1 < i < n, and %e¢; + ¢,
1 <i < j < n. The simple roots are o; = €; — €41, 1 =1,...,n— 1, and «a,, = ¢, and the
corresponding positive roots, denoted by R™, are ¢;, 1 <i<n,and ¢ —¢;, 1 <i<j<mn,
and ¢; +¢€;, 1 <i < j <n. The other roots form the negative roots R~.

Using this realisation of H,, we see that for z € Z3 and o € .S,, we have oxo Tl =2 €

5, where the action of .S,, on Z3 is given by

(21) x? = (.’13(,—1(1),... ,xa_1(n)).
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The hyperoctahedral group is a Coxeter group [2], [14] with the generating set of reflec-

tions S given by s;, 1 = 1,... ,n, with s; the reflection in the positive root «;. Thus H,, is
generated by s;, i = 1,...,n, subject to the relations s? = 1, and
Si8j = 8554, |Z —j| > 1, SiSi+1Si = Si+1S5iSi+1, 1= 1, NSNS 2,

SnSn—15nSn—1 = Sn—15nSn—15n-

In particular, the permutation group S,, C H, is the maximal parabolic subgroup gener-
ated by I = {s1,...,8,—1} C S. Hence there exist distinguished coset representatives for
H, /Sy, cf. [2,p. 37, ex. 3], [14, §1.10].

Proposition 2.1. For z € Z3 let u, € H,, be the unique element of minimal length in the
coset x S,,. Then u, = x o, with

U(z) = (14 2n)w(z) — 2 Z ij,

w(x)

((uz) = (1+ n)w(z) — Z ij,

w(z)

l(oz) =nw(z) - Z ij,

where w(z) = #{i | x; = —1} is the (Hamming) weight of v € Zy and x;, = ... =x;,,, =
—1. If w € TS, then w = uzo with {(w) = {(uy) + £(c).
Proof. The last statement holds in greater generality, cf. the general theorem on the
distinguished coset representatives [2, p. 37, ex. 3|, [14, §1.10] and it implies the uniqueness
of the coset representatives of minimal length.

Let o € S,, be arbitrary, then we can consider the action of ox on the negative roots

and count how many negative roots are made positive. Since for w € H,, we have {(w) =
#(RTNw *R™), we obtain

E(aza‘l) = E(:L'_la_l) = E((aaz)_l) =#

#{i <jl(z; =z; =1A0(i) > o(j))
(z; =z;=—-1N0o(i)

#{i<j|(wi=—-1Az;=1A0(i)

T, =—-1ANwj;= )\/

V (1’1':333‘:—1)\/

where the three sets in the last equality follow from counting the positive roots among
respectively ox(—¢;), ox(—€; +€;), ox(—€; —e;), i < j. We rewrite this in a o-dependent
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part and a o-independent part as

U(zo ™) =w(@)+#{i<j|z=-1}
F i< lm=a; =1 A oli) > o))}
(2.2) +#i<jlzi=zj=—-1N0o(1)<0o(j)}
+#{i<jlzi=—1ANz;=1AN0c(i) <o(j)}
+#{i<jlzi=1ANz;=—1AN0(i)>0(j)}

In particular, if 0 = 1 we obtain

Ua) =w(z) +24{i <j |l = =1} =w(@) +2 > (n—1ij).

J=1

The o-dependent part in (2.2) is zero, and thus minimal, for o defined inductively by
o(l)=nifx; = —1and o(1) = 1 if x;1 = 1, and o(i) is as large, respectively small, as
possible if x; = —1, respectively x; = 1. Now define o, to be the inverse of the o defined in
this way, and let u, = x 0,. Then u, = x o, has length Z(ux) =w(x)+#{i<j|z; = -1},
which is minimal in the coset = S,, by (2.2). The statement on (o) follows directly, or
from the general last statement of the proposition. [

Remark 2.2. (i) If we write u, as the n x n signed permutation matrix, then it is charac-
terised by the conditions (i) all —1’s occur columnwise to the right of all +1’s, (ii) the —1’s
decrease in columns as they increase by rows, (iii) the +1’s increase in columns as they
increase by rows, (iv) the non-zero entry in the i-th row is z;. The permutation matrix for
o, is obtained from the one for u, by replacing all —1’s by +1’s.

(ii) The cardinality of H,,/S,, is 2" and Proposition 2.1 shows how this can be parame-
trised by Z%.

(iii) Proposition 2.1 gives the length of = € Z%. To give an explicit reduced expression
we first observe that x = z™ ...z is a decomposition in commuting elements, where
27 is defined by w(z?) =1 and i (2?) = j,or 27 = (1,...,1,—1,1,...,1) with —1 at the
j-th spot. Proposition 2.1 implies that ¢(z) = Z;U:(? {(x%), so that a reduced expression
for x is obtained by inserting a reduced expression for each x7. Finally, note that

(2.3) ) =8;Sj41.. Sn—15nSn—15n—2-..5;

is a reduced expression.

Proposition 2.3. Let u,, x € Z5, be the coset representatives of minimal length as in
Proposition 2.1, then

E(siux) = Z(ux) +l<=x; >4, 1<i<n,
€(snux) = Z(ux) +1<—=— 1z, =1.
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Moreover, for 1 < i < n we have s;uy = Ugs:i if Ti # Tip1 and s;uy = UzS; if Ty = Tip1
with j =min(o,; ' (i),0, (i + 1)) and syt = Uggn.

Proof. Recall, see [14, §§1.6-7], that £(s;w) = ¢(w) + 1 if and only of w™la; € R*. So,
taking w = u,, we have to calculate for 1 <17 < n,

-1 =1 o
Uy O = 0, T O = Ti€o—1y = Tit1€,-1(;41)-

For z; = —1, x;;+1 = 1 this root is negative, and for z; = 1, x;417 = —1 this root is
positive. By construction of the permutation o, cf. the proof of Proposition 2.1, we have
o i) <o;l(i+1)ifx; =241 =1and o;1(i) >0, (i + 1) if 2; = 2,41 = —1, so that
in these cases u ! o; is a positive root as well. Similarly,
-1 -1 _
Uy ™ O = 0 L €n = Tp €,=1(,

and this is a positive root if and only if x,, = 1.

To prove the second statement recall, cf. (2.1), that oz = 20 for x € Z§, 0 € S,,.
Hence, for 1 <i < n we have

Silly = 8;X0; = T°'8,0, = umsm;ﬁli Si0x € Ugs; Sp.

Now we have to consider some cases separately. Firstly, if z; = x;41, then 2% = z, and by
the part of the proposition already proved,

Z(siux) = E(ux) +1= €(ux) + 1.
Hence by Proposition 2.1 E(Uglsiax) = 1, so that a;lsiax = s; for some 1 < j < n.

Since o, ls;0, interchanges €51 30) and €01 (i41) and fixes the other coordinates €, and
since o (i) and o (i + 1) differ by 1 by construction of o, it follows that j = o, 1(i)

if v;, = w1 = 1l and j = o,'( +1) if ¥; = 2,11 = —1 by construction of o, or
j=min(o; (i), 0, (i + 1)).
In case z; = 1, ;411 = —1 we have by Proposition 2.1 and by the part of the proposition

already proved
E(um) = E(um) +1= Z(sium).

Since u(x®') and s;u, are in the same coset £*'S,, and have the same length, it follows that
siu, = u(z®). Replace x by x* to find the same conclusion in case z; = —1, x;41 = 1.
It remains to consider

—1
Splly = SpX0y = XX 0p = Uggn O pynOg € Uggn Sy,

By Proposition 2.1 and by the part of the proposition already proved we see that for both
z, = 1 and x,, = —1 we have E(umn) = Z(snux) and thus s,u,; = uz,» by uniqueness. [J
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63. The Hecke algebra for H,, and an induced representation.

The (generic) Hecke algebra can be associated to any Coxeter group, cf. [2, p. 54, ex. 22],
[8, §68A], [14, §7.1]. In particular, we define the Hecke algebra H,, = H(H,,) associated
with the hyperoctahedral group as the algebra over the field (C(pl/ 2 gt/ 2) with elements
Ty, w € H,, subject to the relations

T;Ty = Ts,w, it L(syw) > L(w),
(3.1) T? = (¢ — DT +q, 1<i<n,
T; = (p—1)T, +p,

where we use the notation 7; = T;,, 1 < i < n. The identity of H,, is 1 =T, with e € H,
the identity of the hyperoctahedral group. Note that the elements T;, 1 < i < n, generate
Hy,.

The Hecke algebra H,, can be defined over the ring Z[p, g], but then we would have to
extend it later.

Similarly, we define the Hecke algebra F,, = H(S,) as the algebra over C(¢*/?) with
generators T,, 0 € S,,, subject to the relations

T T, = Tsig, if Z(sia) > Z(O’), 1<i< n,

so that we may view F, = C(p'/2,¢/?) R (q1/2) F, as a (maximal parabolic) subalgebra
of H,,.

The Hecke algebra F,, has two one-dimensional representations, cf. [6, §10], namely the
index representation

v Fn = C(p2,¢"?), T)=q, 1<i<n,

and the sign representation Tj, +— (—1)“(*). Observe that ¢(T,) = ¢*(7).
The Hecke algebra H,, has four one-dimensional representations of which two represen-
tations restricted to JF,, give the index representation ¢ of F,,. They are defined by

Ll Hy, — (C(pl/z,ql/Q), tr, =t Ulr, =t o(Ty)=p, /(T,) =—1.

Again, ¢ is called the index representation of H, and denoted by the same symbol. The
other two one-dimensional representations of H,, when restricted to F,, give the sign rep-
resentation of F,,, see [6, §10]. The complete representation theory of H,, and F,, can be
found in Hoefsmit’s thesis [13].

By V,, we denote the induced module obtained from inducing the one-dimensional rep-
resentation ¢ of F,, to H,,. So

Vi = Hn @5, C(¢Y?) = Ind%’; L

and H,, acts from the left by multiplication. We denote the corresponding representation
of H,, in V,, by p. Define the mapping

T Hy = Vi, m(T)=p(T)(1®1)=T®1.
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Theorem 3.1. (i) {u(zx) = n(T,,) | z € Z3} forms a basis for V,,. With respect to this
basis the action of the generators of H,, is given by, 1 <1 < n,

u(zs), ife; =1, x40 = —1,

; if T = Ty,

Ju(z) +qu(x®), ifw;=-1, zip1 =1,
)s if T =1,

(p—Du(x) +pu(za™), ifx, =—1.

(ii) Define
(3.2) u(@)uly) = ¢~ IR (T, T,),

then V, is a commutative algebra over C(pl/z,ql/Q). As an algebra V,, is generated by
u(x?), 1 < j <n, with 27 defined in Remark 2.2(iii), subject to the relations

u(@)u(a®) = u(@"u(z’) = u(z"2’),  k#j,

3.3 o . ‘ ‘ .
B3 = g = Du(?) (u(@™) +. .+ u@)) + (p = Dula?) + pg" (1),

(iii) The C(p'/2, ¢'/?)-linear form T on V,, defined by
T(u(x)) = 6p1 = 0py1-- 00,1

induces a non-degenerate symmetric associative bilinear form B(&,n) = 7(&n) on V,, and
B(U(QZ)v u(y)) = 6m,y L(Tux)

So {u(z)} and {v(z) = «(Ty,) ‘u(z)} are dual bases for the bilinear form B.

Remark 3.2. (i) The product in V,, =& H,, P, with P the central idempotent of (4.6), is
defined by (T'P)(SP) = (T'S)P instead of (T'P)(SP) = (T'PS)P.

(ii) Instead of the basis 7(T,,) we can also use the basis 7(T,) = ¢““=)n(T,,), by
Proposition 2.1, for the induced module V,,. We obtain the same action of the generators
for H,, as in Theorem 3.1(i) by using Lemma 3.3 of Ariki and Koike [1].

Proof. (i) Since H,, = C[H,] and F,, = C]S,,] and the index representation corresponds
to the trivial representation, it follows that V,, = C[Z}] = Indg:l. Hence, V,, is 2"-
dimensional and Proposition 2.1 implies that {u(z) | z € Z5} forms a basis for V,,. The
action of the generators T;, 1 < i < n, follow directly from the definition of V,,, Proposition
2.3 and the relations

T;Ty = (q—1)Tyw + qTs,w, if l(s;w) < l(w), 1 <i<n,
T.Tw = (p— 1Ty + pTs, w, if l(spw) < £(w)
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in H,.

(ii) Now (3.2) is equivalent to m(T)n(Ty,) = w(T,T,) and it defines an algebra struc-
ture on V,,, since H,, is an algebra and 7 is an algebra morphism. To show that it is a
commutative algebra we remark that T, T, = T, T, for x,y € Z3. Since

Ty =Ty ... T,

T .w(a;) I

see Remark 2.2(iii), this follows from T,;T,x = T,+T,;. This is obvious for j = k. For
j # k we have from Proposition 2.1 £(27) + £(z*) = £(272*) implying Ty Tpr = Typjpr =
Toryi = Tpn'T,i, since Z4 is commutative.

To see that V,, is generated by u(x’), 1 < j < n, we observe that

u(z™) .. u(zte@) = q_g(%)w(TI),

which is proved by induction on the distance of x and Proposition 2.1. By the same
Proposition we have T, = T,,. T. -1, and hence 7(T,) = ¢“(°=)u(z). So we conclude that

(3.4) u(z™) .. u(z'e@) = u(x).
In order to complete the algebra structure of V,, it remains to calculate
(u(xj))2 = ¢ 2D (T T,

For j = n we obtain the result from T> = (p — 1)T;, + p. In general we use the reduced
expression (2.3) and T7 = (¢ — 1)T; + ¢ to find

T,:;T,; = (q — 1)ijij+1Tj + quij+1ij+lTj.

Hence, taking into account Proposition 2.1, we find

2

(w(@))* = (¢ — Vu(@u(@*Y) + p(Ty) (u(z'1))".

Since the case j = n is true, we can use downward induction on j to find

(u(2?))” = (¢ - Du(@)ul@) + (@ 1) Y p(T))u(a’'aP)
p=j+2
+ (p — D)p(Ty)u(x’*) + pg" 1 p(T;)u(1)

by (3.4). Now use part (i) of the theorem to find (3.3).

(iii) The bilinear form is associative by construction and symmetric since V;, is a com-
mutative algebra. Since the last equality implies that B is non-degenerate, it suffices to
prove

7 (u(@)u(y)) = du,yt(T0,)-
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This can be proved by an induction argument. First we use induction on w(y), the case
w(y) = 0 being trivial. Let k = i,,(y) so that y5, = —1 and yr11 = ... =y, = 1. There are
two cases to be considered, namely zx =1 or & = —1. If 5 = 1 we have

T(u(a:)u(y)) = T(u(a:xk)u(ya:k))) =0=0y4t(Ty,)
by (3.4) and w(yz*) = w(y) — 1.

If ;. = —1 we use downward induction on k. So let us first consider k¥ = n. Then
T(u(x)u(y)) = 7(u(zz"ulya™)u(z")?) = (p — 1) 7(u(z)u(yz™)) + p7(u(zz")u(yz"™))
by (3.4) and (3.3). By the induction hypothesis on w(y), the first term equals zero and
the second term equals pdgyzn yant(Tu,,n) = 0z,yt(Ty,) by Proposition 2.1.

Now we have
T(u(as)u(y)) = T(u(xxk)u(yxk)u(xk)z) =

(p—1) T(u(x)u(ya:k)) + Z T(u(az)u(ymkxl)) +pg"F T(u(:m:k)u(yxk))
I=k+1
The first term is zero by the induction hypothesis for w(y) and all terms in the sum are zero
by the induction hypothesis on k and the case xp = 1 already proved. By the induction
hypothesis on w(y) we obtain pg" *0,x . UTu, ) = 6zyt(Ty,) by Proposition 2.1. [

The last statement of Theorem 3.1 is the analogue of the more general statement that
T, and ¢(T,) T, -1 are dual bases for the bilinear form associated to the linear form
Ty > 0y,1. This holds for the Hecke algebra associated to any finite Coxeter group.

84. F,-invariant elements in the induced representation.
Let us first introduce the orthonormal basis of V,, defined by

i(z) = u(@)((T,)) "%, wez,

so that B(a(z), @(y)) = 6,y or 4(z), x € ZY, is an orthonormal basis of V;, with respect
to the bilinear form B, which defines an inner product on V,,. Then we have, c¢f. Theorem
3.1(i),

q1/2 ’I:L(Qfsi>, if r; = 1, Ti41 = —1,
(4.1) p(T;) u(z) = § qu(x), if ©; = 41,

(¢ — 1) a(x) + ¢ ?a(x®), ifx;=—1, 2501 = 1.
Let y € Z4 1, 2z € 737! fixed and define the ordered basis f_; ® f_1 = a(y, —1, -1, 2),
faa® fi=a(y,—1,1,2), fi® f1 =1a(y,1,-1,2), fi @ f1 = u(y,1,1,2). Then T; leaves
the space spanned by these four elements invariant and with respect to this basis p(T;) is
represented by the 4 x 4-matrix

g 0 0 0
0 g—1 ¢72 0

0 0 0 ¢
which is closely related to the R-matrix in the fundamental representation for the quantised

universal enveloping algebra U,1,2(s[(2, C)). So let us recall the definition of U,1/2(sl(2, C)),
see e.g. [5, Def. 9.1.1].
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Definition 4.1. U,/2(sl(2,C)) is the associative algebra with unit over C(q'/?) with gen-
erators K, K=, E and F subject to the relations

KK 1=1=K"'K, KE=qFK, KF=q 'FK,

K- K1

There exists a Hopf-algebra structure on Ui/2(sl(2, C)) with the comultiplication
A: Uql/z(ﬁ[(Q, C)) — Uq1/2 (5[(2, C)) (%9 Uq1/2 (5[(2, C)),

which is an algebra homomorphism, given by

AK)=K®K, A(E)=K®E+E®]1,
A(F) =19 F+Fo K AKY=K1'eK!

Remark 4.2. The correspondence with the quantised universal enveloping algebra as in
[17, §3] is obtained by identifying K, K~!, E and F with A%, D2, ¢~ '*AB, ¢'/*CD of
[17, §3], where we have replaced ¢ by ¢'/2.

The representation theory of Uji/2(sl(2,C)) is well-known, cf. e.g. [5, §10.1}, [17, §3],
and is similar to the representation theory of the Lie algebra s[(2,C). We recall some of
these results in the next theorem.

Theorem 4.3. (i) There is precisely one irreducible U, /2(sl(2, C))-module Wy of each
dimension N + 1 over C(¢*/?) with highest weight vector vy, i.e. K -vy = ¢N/?
E-vy =0.

(ii) The Clebsch-Gordan decomposition holds; as U, /2(sl(2, C))-modules

Vy,

min(N,M)

Wy @ Wy = @ W N—2k-
k=0

The tensor product representation of U,1/2(sl(2,C)) is defined using the comultiplica-
tion A. If v', v? are two representations of U,i/2(sl(2,C)) acting in W', W2, then the
representation v! ® v? acts in W' ® W? and is defined by

(V@) (X w' @ w? = v (Xa) w! @i (Xe)w?,
)

where A(X) =37 ) X(1) ® X(2).
We can define an antilinear *-operator on U,1/2(sl(2,C)) by (¢"/?)* = ¢*/? and

(4.3) K*=K, E*=q¢'Y?FK, F*=¢"?K7'E, (K Y =K'
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There are other *-structures possible on U,1,2(sl(2, C)) corresponding to different real forms
of s[(2,C). This x-structure corresponds to the compact real form su(2) and for this *-
structure the irreducible U 1,2 (s(2, C))-modules described in Theorem 4.3, and all the ten-
sor product representations built from the irreducible representations, are x-representations
of U,1/2(sl(2,C)). For more information on this subject we refer to [5, Ch. 9].

Let us now consider the fundamental 2-dimensional representation in W = W; of
Ug/2(sl(2,C)). Let {e_1,e1} be the standard orthonormal basis of W, then we have
1/2
q 0 0 1 0 0
(4.4) K»—><O q_1/2>’ E»—)(O 0), F>—><1 R

Consider the n-fold tensor product representation ¢ in W®™ and extend ¢ to a representation
of Uji/2(sl(2,C)) in C(p'/?,¢"/?) R (q1/2) WE™ by t(X) (fow) = f@t(X)w. By identifying
(C(pl/Q, ql/z) Qc(q1/2) Wen" with V,, by the unitary mapping

(45) f®6i1®6i2®...®€in l—)f’&(il,ig,... ,in), fE(C(pl/Q,ql/Q),

we have the representation t of U,1/2(sl(2,C)) acting in V;,. This representation is a *-
representation of U,1/2(sl(2, C)) for the x-operator defined by (4.3). It is straightforward to
check that for n = 2 the representation t of U,1/2(sl(2, C)) in Vo commutes with the matrix
R of (4.2) and this is part of Jimbo’s theorem on the analogue of the Frobenius-Schur-Weyl
duality, cf. [15, Prop. 3], [5, §10.2.B].

Theorem 4.4. (Jimbo) The algebras t(Ug/2(sl(2,C))) and p(F,) are each others com-
mutant in End(c(pl/aql/z)(vn).

Jimbo’s theorem can be used to determine the F,,-invariant elements in V,,. We call an
element v € V,, a F-invariant element if p(T,)v = «(T,)v = ¢y for all o € S,,. So v
is F,-invariant if it realises the one-dimensional index representation of F,,. Let us define
the corresponding idempotent, central in F,,,

1
Pa(q)

(4.6) P = > T, € FnCHy

ocES,

Then in any representation of H,, the operator corresponding to P acts as a projection
operator on the F,-invariant elements since P(T; — q) = (1; —q)P =0, 1 < i < n. Here
Pa(q) = ,cs, ¢“(?) is the Poincaré polynomial for the Coxeter group S,,. So for arbitrary
v € V,, the Hecke symmetrised vector

is F,-symmetric.
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Proposition 4.5. The space of F,,-invariant elements in V,, realises the unique irreducible
n + 1-dimensional U, ,2(sl(2, C))-module with highest weight vector u(—1,—-1,...,—1).

Proof. By Jimbo’s Theorem 4.4 we see that the space of F,,-invariant elements is an in-
variant U,1/2(sl(2, C))-module. Since u(—1,—1,...,—1) is a Fp-invariant vector by (4.1),
it suffices to check

t(K) U(—]_,—]_ 7_1> :qn/Qu(_lv_lv 7_1)7
1. —

i
(4.7) —1,...,—1)=0,

by Theorem 4.3(i). Let A®) = A and inductively

Rn

AM = (1®... 018 A) 0 AT, (sl(2,C)) — (Uql/z(st(z, C))) ,
then it follows by induction on n from Definition 4.1 that

AVEK) =KKoK®..0K,

4.8 n
(4.8) AME)=Y K®.. K@E®1®...01,
=1

where the E occurs at the i-th component of the tensor product. From (4.4) and the
identification (4.5) we directly obtain (4.7), since K - e_; = ¢*/?e_; and E -e_; = 0.

From iteration of the Clebsch-Gordan decomposition in Theorem 4.3 it follows that
the n + 1-dimensional irreducible module W,, occurs with multiplicity one in W®”, which
implies uniqueness. [J

In §6 we give an explicit description of this U,1/2(sl(2, C))-module of F,,-invariant ele-
ments.

§5. Characters of V,, and orthogonality relations.

Since V,, is a commutative algebra, by Theorem 3.1(ii), all irreducible representations
are one-dimensional, so we now investigate the characters of V,,. There are 2" characters
and they span V' = Homg /2 41/2)(Va, C(p'/?,¢'/?)).

Theorem 5.1. V7 is spanned by the characters xy, y € Zy, defined by

: pq"itY, if y; =1,
Xy(U(ZLJ)) - { n—j—m; (y) ) ’
—q" T iy = -1,

where m;(y) = #{p > j | yp = 1}.

Proof. The x, are obviously different for different y € Z3. It suffices to check that x,
preserves the quadratic relations of (3.3). So we calculate

Y o uE) = Y xyw@)) + D Xy (u@h),
k=j+1 k=j+1 k=j+1

yr=1 yr=—1
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which is a sum of two geometric series, where the first contains m;(y) elements and the
second contains n — j — m;(y) elements. Hence, this equals

mj(zy):_lpql n n_j_i(y)_l —ql _ pl —q™M (v) _ 1— qn—j—mj (v)
1=0 1=0 1=q 1—=q '

and consequently

n

p—1+(g—1) Y xy(u(@®)) =pg™® — g7,
k=j+1

Thus the quadratic relation is preserved if x = x, (u(aﬂ)) satisfies

X2 = (pqmj(y) — qn_.j_mj(y))x +pqn_J
or x = pqmj(y) or xy = _qn—j—mj(y). ]

Remark 5.2. Observe that two of these characters can be easily calculated for arbitrary
u(zx) € Vp;

nw(z)—3 Y@ .
X(,... 1 (u®@)) = u(Ty,) = pw(@) grw@) =2 =" i

w(x) .

X(—1, -1 (@) = ¢ (To,) = (1)@ g m2i=0 0,
The characters x(1,... 1), respectively x(_i,.. _1), are the images of the one-dimensional
representations ¢, respectively ¢/, of H,, under the projection m: H,, — V,,.

The algebra V,, is a split semisimple algebra over (C(pl/ 2 q"/ 2), since it is a commutative
2"-dimensional algebra with 2™ different one-dimensional representations. So we can apply
Kilmoyer’s results [7, §9B] to obtain part of the following orthogonality relations.

Proposition 5.3. The characters x,, y € Zy, of Vi, satisfy the following orthogonality
relations; fory,z € Zj

Z Xy (ﬁ(a:)) Xz (ﬁ(m)) =0y hy, hy= H 1+ (pq2mj(y)+j—n)yj.
j=1

TELY J

Corollary 5.4. The dual orthogonality relations hold; for x,z € Z%

yezy Y

Proof of Proposition 5.3. Apart from the squared norm the proposition follows immediately
from [7, Prop. (9.17), (9.19)]. To calculate the squared norm we observe that

(o (u(1,2)))”

L<Tu(1,z))

) 2
% = (1 (wlue) » e ) 3

IGZQ Zezgil
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by writing = € Z% as (1, z) and (—1, 2) for z € Z)~" and using (3.4), x, being a character
and Proposition 2.1. Note that, by (3.4) and Theorem 5.1, the sum is independent of y;.
Theorem 5.1 implies that

2
(Xy (u(xl))> p gt = (pq2m1(y)—|—1—n)y1.

Now iterate this procedure to find the value for h,. O

Remark 5.5. By Remark 5.2 we have h(;, . 1) = Zzezg ((T,,). In this case we also have,
by Proposition 2.1,

o Pale) = D uTu) Y uTr) = Y uTw) = Pp,q),

T €LY gESn weH,

where Pg(p, q) is the Poincaré polynomial for the hyperoctahedral group, which is defined
by the last equality. Hence, h(1,.. 1) = P(p,q)/Pa(q) = (—p;q)n which can be checked
directly from the explicit expressions for the Poincaré polynomials;

(=p; (g On

PB(p7Q>: (]_—q)n )

(4 Q)n

Pu(q) = (1—qn

see [18].
Similarly, since «(T,) = /(T,), o € Sy, and «(T},) = p, /(T,,) = —1, we get

(v(Tu,)’ S ((T,))" _ S (v(Tw)’

hi,.. —1)Palq) = (T )

TEZ
Hence, h(_1, .. —1y=Pp(p™",q)/Pa(q) = (=p~ 15 @)n-

Remark 5.6. Since we have a non-degenerate bilinear form B on V,,, see Theorem 3.1(iii),
we can identify x, € V7 with §, € V,, by

N3

Xy(’U) = B(“?Sy), Yo eV,.

Then Proposition 5.3 states that {£, | y € Z5} is an orthogonal basis of V;,, or B(&,,&.) =
0y,2hy. From [7, Prop. (9.17)] it follows that h,'¢, is the (central) primitive idempotent
corresponding to the one-dimensional representation x, of V;,. Hence, we have

£,6, = 0y hy&y, > bt =u(l,... 1)
yeLy

as identities in V,,, since u(1,... 1) is the identity of V,,.

More general, let the C(p'/2, ¢'/?)-linear isomorphism b: V. — V,,, b(f) = &, be defined
by f(v) = B(v,&y) for all v € V,,. Then b is the analogue of the Fourier transform. To see
this define ": VJ — V** by

foo =Y fa(@)x(a(x),  xeVy,
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and let a: V,)* — V,, be the standard isomorphism, i.e. for n € V,}* we have n(x) = x(a(n))

A

for all x € V,¥. Then a(f) = & = b(f).

Using the Fourier transform b we can put a commutative C(p*/2, ¢'/?)-algebra structure
on V¥ by xxn = b_l(b(x)b(n)), which is an analogue of the convolution product. Since
b(xy), y € Z3, are primitive idempotents we get the following analogue of the convolution
product of characters;

Xy * Xz :5y,zhyXy, y,ZGZg.
Also 7 = b7t (u(l, e ,1)) = Zyezg h;lxy is the identity of the algebra V* given in
Theorem 3.1(iii).

§6. Contragredient representations.

We can define the contragredient representation p* of H,, in V,' as follows; for y € V.

put

(P*( Z Cw Tw)Xy) (v) = Xy (P(( Z Cw Tw)*)v): vE Vn,
weH, weH,

for some antimultiplicative map *: H,, — H,, which also preserves the quadratic relations
of (3.1). There are two obvious candidates for the x-operator; x; is the antilinear map
defined by Tyt = Ty-1, (f(pY/2,¢"/2) = f(p'/2,¢'/?) for f € C(p/?,¢"/?), and *,
is the antilinear map defined by T2 = Ti;' and (f(p'/?,¢'/?))*2 = f(p=1/2,q=1/2) for
f e (C(pl/ 2 g4/ 2). Observe that these maps are involutions and that *; and *» commute.
The composition *j o x9: H,, — H,, is the multiplicative involution which gives rise to the
Kazhdan-Lusztig basis of H,,, cf. [14, Ch. 7]. Let p* be the contragredient representation
defined using *; = *; the contragredient representation pfj using *s is related to it, cf.
Remark 6.2.

Since the basis 4(x), x € Z%, is orthonormal with respect to the bilinear form B of
Theorem 3.1(iii) and p(T;), 1 < i < n, is given by the orthogonal matrix R in (4.2), we see
that B(p(Ty)v,w) = B(v, p(T;)w) for w € S,. Since p(T,,) is also given by an orthogonal
matrix with respect to the orthonormal basis {u(z)} we see that this holds for arbitrary
w € H,. This implies the following commutation relations for the action of H, with the
Fourier transform b introduced in Remark 5.6;

(6.1) b(p*(T)x) = p(T)b(x),  b(ps(T)x) = p((T**)*) b(x),
for x e V¥, T € H,.

Theorem 6.1. The action of the generators of H,, on the characters x, € V,\ in p* is
given by

b, nynzly
* T _
e Xy{ -1, ifyn=-1,
and for 1 <i<mn by
p"(T3) Xy = 4Xy; if Yi = Yit1,

p (1) xy = () 1 qn—i—1—mi(y)
pg™i W) +q i

p*(T3) xy = pqi =1 4 gn—i—mi(y) ) if yi = =1, yiy1 =1,

, ifyi =1, yiy1 = —1,




¢-KRAWTCHOUK POLYNOMIALS AND HECKE ALGEBRAS 17

where y° is defined by (2.1) and m;(y) is as in Theorem 5.1.

Remark 6.2. Note that for 1 < ¢ < n the result of Theorem 6.1 can be written uniformly
as

_ YiXy (7 (Tun)) (@ = Dxy + (g™ + ¢~ W) x e

P (Ti) Xy pgmi+1(Y) 4 gn—i—l-miti(y)

If we write this as p*(T;)xy = Ai(y)xy + Bi(y)xysi, then p*(T; — q)xy = Bi(y)(Xysi — Xy)-
The action of p§(7;) on x, also follows, since by (6.1)

po(Ti)xy = b~ (p((T7)*2)b(xy)) = b~ (p(T; )b(xy)) = p* (T ) xy-

Now use TZ._1 =q¢ T, +q¢ -1 <i<n)and a similar expression for T,;! with ¢
replaced by p.

Proof. Let us first consider the action of p*(7T},), then Theorem 3.1, (3.4) and x, being a
character we obtain

Xy (u(z™)), if 2, = 1,

(Th)xy) (u(z)) = xy (u(z -1
(P"(T2)xy) (u() X(<)){<p_1>+p(xy(u<w”>)) i, =1

Now by Theorem 5.1 x, (u(z™)) equals —1 if y,, = —1 and p if y, = 1, which implies the
result for the action of T,,.
Theorem 3.1 gives for 0 < i <n

Xy (U(CESZ)), lf €Tr; = 1, xi—l—l = —1,
(62) (" (Ti)xy) (u@)) = § axy(u(@))
)

; if x; = w41,
(g—1 Xy(u(a;)) + qxy (u(xS)), ife; =—1, 2,01 = 1.

In case y; = y;+1 we have x, (u(msl)) = qxy (u(m)) if 2; =1, z;11 = —1. This follows
from (3.4) and x, being a character and x, (u(z")) = gx, (u(z**')), which follows from
Theorem 5.1. Using this in (6.2) shows p*(1;)xy = qxy for yi = yit1.

We now consider the case y; = 1, y;41 = —1, so we have to show that (6.2) equals

pqmi(y) (C] . 1)Xy (u(l’)) + (pqmi(y) + qn—i—mi(y)>xysi (u(a:))
pqmi(y) + qn—i—l—mi(y)

(6.3)

for all choices of z. To treat the case z; = x;41 we note that x, (u(z)) = xy+ (u(z)), which
follows from Theorem 5.1 and m,(y*) = m,(y) for p # i and m,;(y*) = m;(y) + 1. This
shows that for z; = z;41 (6.3) reduces to gx, (u(z)).

To treat the case z; # x;41 we introduce z € Z3 defined by z, = z, for p # i, + 1
and z; = z;41 = 1. From the previous paragraph we get x, (u(z)) = xy: (u(2)). Using
Theorem 5.1 and x, being a character shows that (6.2) equals

pqg"™i W) ife; =1, z;41 = —1,
(¢ — V)pgm™i®) — qn=immi®) i gy = —1, w4 =1,

(6.4) ~ (u(z)){
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since m;(y) = m;+1(y) in this case. Because, by Theorem 5.1,

_n—i—1-m;(y) ifr. =1 ) -1
q , 1L Xy y Li41 9
u\xr = U\ z
and @
pq™ i) ife;, =1, ;41 = —1,
s (1) = x (ul >){ —qn WL i g = 1wy =1

it is straightforward to check that (6.3) equals (6.4). This gives the action of T; on x, with
vi =1, yip1 = —1.

To prove the last identity of the theorem, we apply p*(7;) once more to p*(1;)x, with
yi = 1, yit1 = —1. Using the quadratic relation for 7; we get an expression for p*(7;)xys=:
in terms of x, and p*(7;)xy. Using the result already proved for the last term gives an
expression for p*(7;)xys: in terms of x, and xy,si. Now replace y by y** to find the result
after some calculations. [J

Corollary 6.3. Define for f =0,...,n the space Uy of characters x, with w(y) = f;

U= @ Ccip'?.¢"?) x, cVy,
w(y)=f

so that dimgpi/2 g1/2) Uy = (’}”) Then V,\ = @'_ Uy is the decomposition of the repre-
sentation p* in V' into irreducible H,,-modules.

Remark 6.4. The irreducible representations of #H,, have been classified by Hoefsmit [13,
Def. (2.2.6), Thm. (2.2.7), (2.2.14)] and are parametrised by double partitions of n. The
irreducible H,,-module Uy corresponds to ((n— ), (f )) and Y, corresponds to the standard
tableau of shape ((n — f), (f)) given by

ntl—jnygln+l—jonyal...In+tl-j1| (n—f),
n-|-1—7,f|n-|-1—7,f_1||n+1—21 (f),
where y;, = ... =y, = -1, i1 <...<ig,and y;, = ... =y;,_, =1, 51 < ... < Jn_y-

Applying [13, Prop. (3.3.3)] shows that for = € Z% the operator p*(T),) is diagonal with
respect to the basis {xy }yezn of V,'.

As before we call x € V" a F,-invariant element of V,* if p*(T,)x = ¢“®) x for all
o € 5,. So x is Fp-invariant if it realises the index representation ¢ of F,, in V,’.

Let V4 = ST C(p/?,¢*/?)v(x) C V,,, then V,, = @}_, V,¢ and by (4.1) it
follows that each V¢ is invariant under the action of F, via p. In general V¢ is not an
irreducible F,,-module, and it can be obtained from inducing the index representation of
Fa @ Fp—q. For the decomposition as F,,-module we can proceed as in Dunkl [9, §2].

We can now describe the U, 1/2(sl(2, C))-module of F,-invariant elements in V;, explicitly.
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Theorem 6.5. Define the F, -invariant elements wgq, d =0,1,... ,n, in V, by

with P and v(x) defined in (4.6) and Theorem 3.1(iii), then wy is non-zero and forms an
orthogonal basis for the space of F,,-invariant elements in V,,;

S
B(wg, we) = 5d,ep_dq_d(d_1)/2 [ ] .
q

d

Moreover, for x € Z3 with w(zx) = d we have p(P)v(z) = wq. The action of U, 2(sl(2,C))

d—n/2

in this basis is given by t(K)wg = q wyq and

dl - qn—d

HE) wa = p'/?q1 ™" 2q! ——

“1y2,1-al — 4
Wi, HF)wa =20 T .

n. —1
Here [n} = w denotes the ¢g-binomial coefficient
dlg (4:9)a

Proof. From (4.8), (4.4) and the identification (4.5) we see that
HE): VI = Ve t(E): VI VI 4(F): VI vt

using a similar expression for A (F). From Theorem 4.3 and Proposition 4.5 it follows
that the space of F,-invariant elements in V,¢ is one-dimensional.

Theorem 6.1 implies that x1 = x(1,...,1) 18 Fp-invariant in V;; under p*. Using Remark
5.2 we get

1= (0@)) = (5" (P)1) (v(@)) = xa1 (p(P) v(a) ).

Since the left hand side is non-zero it follows that Hecke symmetrising any basis elements
yields a non-zero F,,-invariant element in V,;’ @) Thus p(P)v(x) = C(Z) Wy () for some
non-zero C(z) € C(p'/?,¢"/?). So we obtain 1 = C(x) X1(Wy(z)). Since by definition
c@,...,1,-1,...,-1) =1 we have x1(wq) = 1 and C(z) = 1/x1(Wy(z)) = 1.

To calculate the action of K we note that by (4.4) and (4.8)

R a(l,. .. 1, =1, =1) = ¢ (= D2¢d2 41,001, —1,...,—1),

in terms of the orthonormal basis @(z) of V,,. Since t(K) commutes with the Hecke

symmetrisator by Jimbo’s Theorem 4.4 we find t(K)wg = ¢%~™/?wy.
Similarly,
n—d ‘
tE)al,... 1,-1,...,-1)=Y ¢ Va1, 1,-1,1,...,1,-1,...,-1)

i=1
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where the first —1 occurs at the i-th place. Now apply the Hecke symmetrisator, use
Jimbo’s Theorem 4.4, and v(x) = (T, )~ /?u(x) to find

n—d

HE) wy = (Z q—<z'—1>/2p1/2q<n—z'>/2> Wasr,
=1

which gives the result.

The action of ¢(F) can be calculated similarly, but can also be derived from the com-
mutation relation for ' and F'in U,1/2(sl(2, C)), see Definition 4.1. So if t(F)wq = cqwq—1
we obtain

d—n/2 _ q—d—l—n/2

(1-n)/2
d—1 q _ ’I’L—d-l-l o _ n—d — q
(cd(l q ) — ca+1q(1 — g >) g2 —g1)2

1—

p'/%q

Together with the initial condition ¢y = 0 this two-term recurrence relation determines cy.
Using the fact that V,, is a *-module of U 1/2(sl(2,C)) we get

d

—n 1—qg"
p1/2401 )/2qd173q B(wgi1,wip1) = B(t(E)wg, wyr1) =

1/2 1/2 (1 91 _qd+1
B(wa, t(q"?FK)wgyq) = p~/2q0 /22—

1— q B(wd,wd).

Solve this recurrence relation with the condition B(wg,wp) = 1 to find the result. O

Proposition 6.6. The space of F,-invariant elements in VS is n + 1-dimensional, and
each Uy contains a one-dimensional space of Fy-invariant elements. Moreover, ¢y =
p*(P) xy = p*(P) x» is a non-zero F,-invariant element in Uy fory,z € Z5 with w(y) =
w(z) = f.

Remark 6.7. Extend ¢f:V,, — C(p*/2,¢'/?) to H,, by defining o5(T) = ¢(7T(T)) for T €
H, and 7:H, — V,, as in §3. Then ¢y is left and right ¢|r,-invariant; ¢(T,77T;) =
L(To)u(Tr)ps(T) for all o, 7 € S,,. Moreover, ¢ is contained in the irreducible #,,-module
Uy, so that we may regard ¢ as a ‘zonal spherical function’ on the Hecke algebra H,,.

Proof. First observe that if x is F,,-invariant, then

x(v(@) = (p"(P) x) (v(@)) = x(p(P) v(@)) = X(Wa(a),

by Theorem 6.5. So x is completely determined by x(wg), d = 0,1, ... ,n. The dimension
of the space of F,,-invariant elements in V,* is at most n + 1. If we can show that Uy
has at least a one-dimensional subspace of F,-invariant elements, it follows that U, has a
subspace of F,-invariant elements of dimension one and the space of F,-invariant elements
in V7 is n + 1-dimensional.

Obviously, p*(P) x, is a F,-invariant element in Uy(,). Now

P (P)xy(u(l,...,1)) = xy(u(l,... 1)) =1,
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since the unit element u(1,...,1) of V,, is Fy,-invariant. So this is a non-zero F,-invariant
element in Uy, f = w(y), and by the previous paragraph the same element with y replaced
by z with w(z) = f is a multiple of this F,-invariant element in Uy. The constant is 1,
since evaluated at u(1,...,1) gives 1 in both cases. O

Remark 6.8. Since the representation t of U,i/2(sl(2,C)) acts in V,,, we can also define
contragredient representations of U,1/2(sl(2,C)) in V;; using antimultiplicative mappings
of Ug,i/2(sl(2,C)) to itself. An obvious candidate is the antipode of the Hopf-algebra
U,1/2(sl(2,C)). Another candidate is the x-operator defined by (4.3) We define a represen-
tation t*

(1 (X0x) (0) = X(H(X") v)

for X € U,2(sl(2,C)), x € V7 and v € V,,, and we do not use the contragredient
representation defined using the antipode. Observe that B(t(X)v,w) = B(v,t(X*)w)
implies b(¢*(X)x) = ¢(X)b(x), with b the Fourier transform defined in Remark 5.6.

§7. Fp-invariant elements and ¢-Krawtchouk polynomials.
It follows from Proposition 6.6 that ¢y = p*(P)x, € (V,*)”" only depends on f = w(y).
Then ¢ (u(z)) is determined by d = w(z) by Theorem 6.5 and

¢p(wa) = xy(wa), — w(y)=f.

Proposition 5.3 implies that the ¢ ¢(wq) satisfy certain orthogonality relations for d running
through the finite set {0,1,...,n}. This is not sufficient to determine ¢¢(wq) since we
do not a priori know if ¢f(wg) is a polynomial, but we come back to the orthogonality
properties later. Using the fact that ¢ is a sum of characters we give in Theorem 7.1 an
explicit expression for a weighted average of ¢, evaluated in wg—1, wqg and wg41, which
corresponds to the finite Laplacian in Stanton [21, Def. 5.2].

Theorem 7.1. The values ¢¢(wq) satisfy the recurrence relation for 0 < f <n
(p(1 =" ) = (1= ¢")) ¢5(wa) = pg(1 = ¢"~%) ¢y (was1)
+(1=qNp—1) ¢p(wa) + (1 — ¢%) ¢f(wa—1)
with initial conditions
dp(wo) =1,  p(wn) = (—p) g/,
Corollary 7.2. The basis ¢y of the n + 1-dimensional irreducible Uy /2(sl(2, C))-module
(V¥)7n are eigenvectors of the following self-adjoint operator;

pl/2 — p=1/2 pl/2qn/2—f _ p=1/2¢f=n/2 L p=1/2 _ 5172

qi/2 —q-1/2 (K — 1>) ¢r = qi2 —q-12 r-

t"(E+ E* +

Proof. Combine the results of Theorems 7.1 and 6.5 with the definition of t*. [J
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Proof of Theorem 7.1. The values ¢¢(wo) and ¢¢(w,,) follow from Theorem 5.1 since V,
and V"' are one-dimensional.
Let ¢y =", )=7 ¢f(Y)Xy, then for v € V,, and w € V. In

(7.1) dr(wv) = > ery)xy(w)xy(v) = Xy (w)es (V) = dp(w)s(v),
w(y)=f

since x, is a character of V,, and x,(w) only depends on w(y) = f.
We now use this with w = >"1 | u(z"), which is F,-invariant as easily follows from
Theorem 3.1(i), and by Theorem 6.5 this is a constant multiple of w;. In order to evaluate

¢¢(w) we may take y = (—1,...,—1,1,...,1) with w(y) = f to get
Y ' - iy N —i 1-¢/  1-¢"/
op(w) = xy(ula) =3 —¢'"+ Y p" = +p -
, , . —q 1—gq
=1 =1 i=f+1
We take v =v(1,...,1,—1,...,—1) with d minus signs, so that ¢f(v) = ¢(wa).

So it remains to calculate ¢¢(wv), and for this we need an explicit expression for
p(P)(vw) in terms of the basis we, 0 < e < n, for F,-invariant elements of Theorem
6.5. Now observe that

n—d .
plq¥ D 2 =u(,...,1,-1,...,—Dw=Y wul,...,1,-1,1,...,1,-1,...,-1)
=1 d
+ Y w(le Ll LT -1 1) (@)

t=n—d+1 i—n—dt1 n—i
Using Theorem 6.5 we see that Hecke symmetrising the first sum yields a multiple of wg41;

explicitly
n—d

- n—i - L—q"
Zpd+1qd(d D/2+ Way1 = ptgHdm/2 g 1 W1-
‘ )
=1
In order to treat the second sum we need to the following Lemma.
Lemma 7.3. For z € Z5 ' we have in V,,
i 9 »
u(z,1,-1,...,-1) (u(a:l)) =¢""'(p—Du(z,—1,...,—1)+
%,'_/
n—1
n
pqn—z—l(q_1> Z U(Z,—l,. ’ 1717 17 c 7_1>+pqn_lu(zv]—7 ]-7 7_1)
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Assuming Lemma 7.3 we see that the second sum can be written as

> ¢ u(l,. 1= D)+

i=n—d+1 d
J
(1) Z pg Z =L =L L =1 1)+
i=n—d+1 j=i+1 j nId 1 ntj
n i
> opg"u(l,.. 1,1, =11, -1, 1)
t=n—d+1 i—ntd—1 n—i

Now we can use Theorem 6.5 to Hecke symmetrise each of these sums. Hecke symmetrising
the first sum gives

. 1— g
plgid— 1)/2 Z ¢ wg = plgd- 1)/2(p 1) q wyg,
i=n—d+1 q

and Hecke symmetrising the last sum gives

Yo gt gDy = plg® IR (0 — d)wg s
i=n—d+1

and Hecke symmetrising the double sum gives

(¢—1) Z pg" i1 Z pd—1qd(d—1)/2—(n—j) Wiy =

i=n—d+1 J=i+1
n 1— n—i 1 d
(q— 1)pdqd(d 1)/2 Z 111 w1 = plgtd— 1)/2(17_(1(]—(n—d))wd_1.
i=n—d+1

Collecting all terms shows

(1 —q)p(P)(wv) = pg(1 — ¢" N wai1 + (1 — ¢ (p — 1) wag + (1 — ¢%) wy—1.

Now apply ¢ to get

(1 —q)ps(wv) = pg(1 — ¢"~ ) p(war1) + (L — M) (p — 1) p(wa) + (1 — ¢%) ¢ 5 (wa—1).

Combine this with the first paragraphs of the proof to find the result. [J
Proof of Lemma 7.3. First recall from Theorem 3.1(ii) that

n

u(@)? = (g—1) 3 ulaia) + (p - Do(a’) + pg" .

l=i+1
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This in particular proves the case ¢ = n, and for the general case we obtain

w(zd, -1, —1) (u(@)? = (p— Dulz, —1,...,—1)+
T
pq”_iu(z,i, —1,...,—-1)+(¢g—1) Z u(z,—1,... ,—1,i,—1 e ,—1)(u(:cl))2.

l=i+1

Proceeding by downward induction on ¢ we can rewrite each term in the last sum. Col-
lecting the coefficients of each basis element u(x) then proves the Lemma. O

Remark 7.4. The second-order difference equation for ¢ s(wg) with respect to d of Theorem
7.1 is the consequence of the homomorphism property (7.1) for w = w; (up to a constant)
and (sufficiently) arbitrary v. So we have calculated the coefficients in the expansion, or

product formula,
n

br(wi) dp(wa) = ek, d) dp(wr)

=0

for k = 1. The coefficients ¢;(k, d) are determined by

n

p(P) (wrwq) = Z ci(k,d)wy,

=0

or with wy replaced by v as in the proof of Theorem 7.1. It follows from Theorem 6.5 that
ci(k,d) B(w, w;) = B(p(P) (wkwd),wl) = B(wgwg, w;) = T(wrwqwy),

which is symmetric in k, [ and d, since V,, is a commutative algebra. In general these
constants seem hard to calculate, but for ¢ = 1 they have been calculated explicitly, cf.
Remark 7.10.

Remark 7.5. From (7.1) we can derive a convolution property for ¢, cf. Remark 5.6. Note
that b(¢r) € (V)7 by (6.1), so that for all v € V,,

(05 * Sg)(v) = b5 (b(¢g)v) = 65 (b(0g)) b (v).

Since Xy * Xz = 0y.hyXxy, cf. Remark 5.6, we see that ¢y x ¢, = 0 for f # g. So
o7 (b(¢g)) =0 for f # g and

Gpx dg = O5.g 05 (b(df)) Py

The convolution property of ¢ = Zyezg:w(y):f cf(y) xy can be used to calculate cs(y),

. e 2 _
since it implies hy (cp(y))” = ¢5(b(¢r)) cr(y), so that cz(y) = 0 or cr(y) = dg(b(¢y)) hy .
The first case is excluded by the proof of the next Proposition, where ¢ (b(qbf) is also
explictly given.
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Proposition 7.6. The following orthogonality relations hold for 0 < d, e, f < n;

Zpd Ha=1)/2 [d} ¢g(wa) pp(wa) = g5 Hy,

n

—1 _ ni—1
Z H bp(wy) dr(wa) = 5d7gpdqd(d 1)/2 [d}
f=o .

with

—1
Hy = [n] (—pg f7Q)n+1qf(f+1)/2 -f
fly pal 44

Proof. The explicit value for the weights follows from the observation ¢ (b(gbg)) = 0 for
f # g of Remark 7.5. Since b(¢,) € (V;,)”™ we develop it in the orthogonal basis wy,

0<d<mn;
o) =3 PO ) 5l
d=0 ’

=0 B(wd, wd) wd)

Hence, for f # g we have

0= 67 (b Z Pg(wq ¢f(wd>7

B(wg, waq)

so that the value for the weights follows from Theorem 6.5 and H; = ¢y (b(¢f)) =
B(b(¢y),b(¢y))-

In order to calculate squared norm Hy we first observe that Hy is non-zero for every f
and that

Ho=hq,. 1) = (=05 @)ns Hy=h_, 1= (_p—l;q)m
cf. Proposition 5.3 and Remark 5.5. By Corollary 5.4

1 1
P D
! yEeLY w(y)=f v

with h, as in Proposition 5.3. Initially this holds up to a scalar independent of f and n,
and by the initial conditions this scalar equals 1.

We now use the notation h,(n) = h, to stress the n-dependence. From Proposition 5.3
we see that for y = (1,2), z € Zi~ !, with f = w(y) = d(2)

hy(n) = (L+pg®™ ") ho(n —1) = (L+pg" ") ho(n — 1)
and for y = (—1,2), z € Z4~ !, with f = w(y) = d(z) + 1

hy(n) = (L+p tg" 172 h(n—1) = (1+p t¢* ") ho(n —1).
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Writing the sum over y € ZJ as two sums of the form y = (1,z) for z € Z2™' and
y = (—1,2) for z € Z3* gives the recurrence relation, with H; = H(n),

1 1 1

+ .
Hg(n)  (I+pg" ' 2N Hp(n=1)  (1+p~'¢*/ "= Hy 1(n 1)

This recurrence relation together with the initial conditions completely determines H¢(n).
Put Hy(n)~! = (pg"~7 + ¢/) D7 to find the recurrence relation

(1+pg"~27) D} = D}~ + pg" > D},

which, by substition of D} = plq= TFHD/2(_pg= 1, q);_lHEﬂz, can be rephrased as
(L+pg" 2B} = (1 +pg" ) EF '+ (¢ +pg" ) B}

The initial condition is now Ef =1 = E;’. Comparing this recurrence relation with

1 e s I v R Ve

gives B} = [’;] . g

q

Theorem 7.1 completely determines the values of ¢¢(wgq) and this can be expressed using
g-Krawtchouk polynomials. Define the ¢-Krawtchouk polynomials of degree n, 0 < n < N,
and of argument ¢—* by

-n ,—x n—N
—x q , 4 y —q a
(72) Kn<q ;CL?N; q) = 32 ( / 7Q7q) )

g N, 0

see e.g. [21, §3], [11, ex. 7.8(i)]. The following Proposition can be found in Stanton [21,
Prop. 3.7].

Proposition 7.7. The q-Krawtchouk polynomials satisfy the second order q-difference
equation

(¢" —ag™ ") Kn(¢7%;a,N;q) = ag”(1 — ¢V ") K, (g~ "5 a, N; q)
+¢%(a—1)Kn(¢ % a,N;q) + (1 — ¢*) Kn(¢~ @ Y50, N5 q)

with initial conditions

K.(1;a,N;q) =1,  Ku(¢V;a,N;q) = (—a) "¢""= M),
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Theorem 7.8. We have ¢;(wq) = K;(q~¢; p,n; q) with the g-Krawtchouk polynomial K
defined by (7.2).

Proof. Compare Theorem 7.1 with Proposition 7.7. [

Now that we have the zonal spherical function ¢ in terms of explicit polynomials, we can
interpret some of the identities derived for ¢ as identities for g-Krawtchouk polynomials.
First of all, the orthogonality relations of Proposition 7.6 correspond to the orthogonality
relations for the g-Krawtchouk polynomials and for the dual g-Krawtchouk polynomials,
where the dual ¢-Krawtchouk polynomials are defined by

Ru(a" —q¢*V/aja,N;q) = K.(¢"";a,N;q).

The second order g-difference equation for the ¢-Krawtchouk polynomials of Theorem 7.1
is the three-term recurrence relation for the dual g-Krawtchouk polynomials.

Secondly, Corollary 7.2 corresponds to the fact that the matrix elements of the transition
of the basis of eigenvectors for the action of K to the basis of eigenvectors for the action of
E+ E*+ %(K — 1) is given by ¢-Krawtchouk polynomials, see Koornwinder [17,
Thm. 4.3]. Using this interpretation Koornwinder [17] is able to give an interpretation of
Askey-Wilson polynomials on the quantum SU(2) group as zonal spherical functions.

Remark 7.9. V,,_1 can be viewed as a subalgebra of V,, by identifying u(z) € V,,_; for
r € 75! with u(l,z) € V,. Since Xy ((u(1,z)) does not depend on y; we can view
n—1

Xy|Vn—1 as an element of V' ;. If we let w) e V,_1 C V, be the F,,_i-invariant
elements as in Theorem 6.5, then for 0 < d <n —1

n—1

n l1—gq n—1

by choosing minimal coset representatives in S,,/S,,_1. For arbitrary y € ZJ we get

1
1

n—1
n —q * n—
B (W§) = 7= D (0" (T Tia T (wi ).
=0

Using Theorem 6.1 we can calculate p* (1115 ... T;—117)x, explicitly for suitably choosen
y € Zy, and we obtain an explicit recurrence relation expressing ¢¢(w]) in terms of
¢p(wh1) and ¢p_q(wl!). Together with the initial conditions for ¢o(w?) and ¢, (w?)
this recurrence relation determines ¢f(w)). This recurrence relation is equivalent to the
following contiguous relation for the ¢-Krawtchouk polynomials;

(1—¢™M) (1 +ag" ) K, (¢ " a,N;q) = (1 —¢" ™)1+ ag" ) Kn(qg ";a,N — 1;q)
+¢V (1= ¢")(1+aqg ") Kn_1(qg %50, N — 15 q).

In the next two remarks we discuss how Theorem 7.8 is related to known interpretations
of (¢-)Krawtchouk polynomials on finite (hyper)groups.
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Remark 7.10. In the specialisation ¢ = p = 1 we have V,, = C[Z%] and K(d; 1,n) are the
spherical functions on H,, with respect to subgroup S,,. This result goes back to Vere-Jones
in 1971 (also in the context of statistics) and Delsarte in 1973 (related to the Hamming
scheme in coding theory), see [9] and references given there.

In case we specialise only ¢ = 1, we see that V,, is the n-fold tensor product of V;. Here
V) is generated by two elements; a unit element and w, say, satisfying w? = (p — 1)w + p.
Then this can be considered as a commutative hypergroup, see Dunkl and Ramirez [10,
§5] with their a corresponding to —p. The interpretation of Krawtchouk polynomials as
symmetrised characters [10, Thm. 5.1] corresponds to the result in Theorem 7.8 specialised
to ¢ = 1, see also Koornwinder [16, §6]. In this case the coefficients ¢;(k,d) occuring in
the product formula of Remark 7.4 can be determined by a counting argument and leads
to the product formula for Krawtchouk polynomials, see [10, §5]. In the general case V,,
gives rise to a 2"-point hypergroup, which is not a n-fold tensor product. Its characters
are described in §5.

Remark 7.11. Stanton [21], [23] has shown that the ¢g-Krawtchouk polynomials appear as
spherical functions on certain finite groups of Lie type for specific values of p and ¢; see
Carter [4] for information on finite groups of Lie type. For a finite group G with subgroup B
the Hecke algebra H(G, B) is defined as the algebra egC[Glep, where eg = |B|™1 >, .5 b
is the idempotent corresponding to the subgroup B. This can also be viewed as the
convolution algebra of the left and right B-invariant functions on G, or as the intertwiner
algebra of the induced representation 1%. In particular, (G, B) is a Gelfand pair if and only
if H(G, B) is commutative in which case we would like to know the spherical functions.
See [4], [7], [8] for more information and references.

Let G be a finite group of Lie type, then it has a BN-pair implying the existence of
subgroups B and N such that there is a Weyl group W = N/(B N N). Moreover, the
Bruhat decomposition holds, G = Uy,cw BwB, and from this we can associate to each
parabolic subgroup of W a parabolic subgroup of G. We now consider the cases in which
the corresponding Weyl group is the hyperoctahedral group H,. Using the classification
of simple finite groups of Lie type [4, §1.19, p. 464] there are 5 types; the Chevalley groups
of type B,, and C,, and the twisted groups of type 2D, 1, 2Ag,_1 and 2A,,,. These groups
have realisations as classical groups over finite fields, cf. [4, p. 40]. Moreover, H (G, B) is
obtained from the generic Hecke algebra H,, by suitable specialisation of p and ¢q. Denote by
P the corresponding maximal parabolic subgroup corresponding to the maximal parabolic
subgroup S, € H,. Then H(G,P) = H(H,,S,), which is commutative, see Curtis,
Iwahori and Kilmoyer [6, §§2, 3] and also [3, Thm. 10.4.11].

The spherical functions corresponding to the Gelfand pair (G, P) have been determined
by Stanton [21] in terms of ¢-Krawtchouk polynomials (7.2); let po(3# 2) be a prime and
go be an integral power of pg, then the zonal spherical functions can be expressed in terms
of g-Krawtchouk polynomials K¢(-;p,n;q) with p and ¢ as in the following table.

Bn Cn 2Dn—l—l 214211—1 2A2n
P Qo qo a q a
¢4 9 Q@ 9 a@ a@

(For these specialisations the values of the coefficients ¢;(k,d) occuring in the product
formula of Remark 7.4 can be determined, since spherical functions satisfy a product
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formula, see [21, §7].) These specialisations are also the specialisations of p and ¢ needed
to obtain H(G, B) from H,, in these five cases according to [4, p. 464], so Theorem 7.8
unifies and generalises Stanton’s results.

The reason for this is the following. V,, = V.* = egC[Glep = @}L:O UrasH, =H(G,B)
module and the action of the characteristic function of BwB can be considered as A(Bw) on
L(B\G/P) = egC|Glep, where X denotes the left regular representation. By Stanton [21,
Thm. 5.4], which corresponds nicely to Theorem 7.1 and Corollary 7.2, L(G/P) = C[Glep
decomposes as @}L:O Xy under the left regular representation A of G. Then U; = ep Xy

and U;:" = epUy = epXy is the one dimensional space spanned by the zonal spherical
function.

Remark 7.12. Macdonald [19] studies the representation of the (extended) affine Hecke
algebra obtained from inducing the index representation of the corresponding finite Hecke
algebra for the Weyl group Wy. The representation space can be identified with the
group algebra of the weight lattice P, and there exist orthogonal polynomials Ey (A € P)
acting on P and Weyl group invariant orthogonal polynomials Py (A € PT, the dominant
weights), where the Py can be obtained from Hecke symmetrising over W, from E,, for
i in the Weyl group orbit of A. The situation in this paper is analogous to the situation
in Macdonald [19]; P, E, Py, W correspond to Z%, Xy, ¢f, Sn. In general, it seems not
possible to derive the results of this paper from Macdonald [19]. but see Matsumoto [20]
for the case n = 2.

Remark 7.13. As mentioned in Remarks 7.10 and 7.11, Theorem 7.8 covers a number of
cases in which ¢ is a spherical function on a finite group. In most of these cases this can
be used to derive an addition formula for (¢-)Krawtchouk polynomials, see Dunkl [9] and
Stanton [22]. The interpretation of general ¢g-Krawtchouk polynomials as ‘zonal spherical
functions’ on the Hecke algebra H,, might lead to an addition formula as well, but this is
not clear. It should be noted that there is also an addition formula for so-called quantum g-
Krawtchouk polynomials, which is derived by Groza and Kachurik [12] from their relation
to matrix elements of irreducible representations of the quantum SU(2) group and explict
knowledge of the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients for this quantum group. This interpretation
of quantum g-Krawtchouk polynomials on the quantum SU(2) group is different from the
interpretation of ¢-Krawtchouk polynomials on the quantum SU(2) group as described in
Koornwinder [17], cf. Corollary 7.2.

REFERENCES

1. S. Ariki and K. Koike, A Hecke algebra of (Z/rZ) 1 Sy, and construction of its irreducible representa-
tions, Adv. Math. 106 (1994), 216-243.

2. N. Bourbaki, Groupes et Algébres de Lie, Chapitres 4, 5 et 6, Masson, 1981.

3. A.E. Brouwer, A.M. Cohen and A. Neumaier, Distance-Regular Graphs, Ergebnisse Math. 3/18,
Springer Verlag, 1989.

4. R.W. Carter, Finite Groups of Lie Type, Wiley-Interscience, 1985.

5. V. Chari and A. Pressley, A Guide to Quantum Groups, Cambridge Univ. Press, 1994.

6. C.W. Curtis, N. Iwahori and R. Kilmoyer, Hecke algebras and characters of parabolic type of finite
groups with (B, N)-pairs, Publ. Math. IHES 40 (1971), 81-116.

7. C.W. Curtis and I. Reiner, Methods of Representation Theory, vol. 1, Wiley-Interscience, 1981.

, Methods of Representation Theory, vol. 2, Wiley-Interscience, 1987.




30 H.T. KOELINK

9. C.F. Dunkl, A Krawtchouk polynomial addition theorem and wreath products of symmetric groups,
Indiana Univ. Math. J. 25 (1976), 335-358.

10. C.F. Dunkl and D.E. Ramirez, Krawtchouk polynomials and the symmetrization of hypergroups, SIAM
J. Math. Anal. 5 (1974), 351-366.

11. G. Gasper and M. Rahman, Basic Hypergeometric Series, Cambridge Univ. Press, 1990.

12. V.A. Groza and L.I. Kachurik, Addition and product theorems for Krawtchouk, Hahn and Racah q-
polyomials, Doklady Akad. Nauk Ukraine SSR, Ser. A 89, 3-6, (in Russian).

13. P.N. Hoefsmit, Representations of Hecke Algebras of Finite Groups with BN-pairs of Classical Type,
thesis, Univ. British Columbia, Vancouver, 1974.

14. J.E. Humphreys, Reflection Groups and Coxeter Groups, Cambridge Univ. Press, 1990.

15. M. Jimbo, A g-analogue of U(gl(n + 1)), Hecke algebra and the Yang-Baxter equation, Lett. Math.
Phys. 11 (1986), 247-252.

16. T.H. Koornwinder, Krawtchouk polynomials, a unification of two different group theoretic interpreta-
tions, STAM J. Math. Anal. 13 (1982), 1011-1023.

, Askey- Wilson polynomials as zonal spherical functions on the SU(2) quantum group, STAM
J. Math. Anal. 24 (1993), 795-813.

18. I.G. Macdonald, The Poincaré series of a Cozeter group, Math. Ann. 199 (1972), 161-174.

19. , Affine Hecke algebras and orthogonal polynomials, Sém. Bourbaki 1994-5 (1995), no. 797.

20. H. Matsumoto, Analyse Harmonique dans les Systémes de Tits Bornologiques de Type Affine, LNM
590, Springer-Verlag, 1977.

21. D. Stanton, Some q-Krawtchouk polynomials on Chevalley groups, Amer. J. Math. 102 (1980), 625—
662.

17.

22.
23.

, Three addition theorems for some q-Krawtchouk polynomials, Geom. Ded. 10 (1981), 403-425.
, Orthogonal polynomials and Chevalley groups, Special Functions: Group Theoretical Aspects
and Applications (R.A. Askey, T.H. Koornwinder, W. Schempp, eds.), Reidel, 1984, pp. 87-128.

VAKGROEP WISKUNDE, UNIVERSITEIT VAN AMSTERDAM, PLANTAGE MUIDERGRACHT 24, 1018 TV
AMSTERDAM, THE NETHERLANDS
E-mail address: koelink@fwi.uva.nl



