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Abstract We define alternating cyclotomic Hecke algebras in higher levels as subalgebras
of cyclotomic Hecke algebras under an analogue of Goldman’s hash involution. We com-
pute the rank of these algebras and construct a full set of irreducible representations in the
semisimple case, generalising Mitsuhashi’s results Mitsuhashi (J. Alg. 240 535-558 2001,
J. Alg. 264 231-250 2003).
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1 Introduction

Cyclotomic Hecke algebras have a significant presence in the literature because of their deep
connections to the representation theory of symmetric groups, quantum groups, and Lie
theory. Recently, profound connections to the theory of Khovanov-Lauda-Rouquier (KLR)
algebras have also been discovered.

When one uncovers a result concerning symmetric groups and their representations, it is
natural to ask what are the consequences for the alternating group, the index-2 subgroup of
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236 C. Boys

&,,. In a similar way, Mitsuhashi introduced subalgebras of Iwahori-Hecke algebras, which
function as g-analogues of alternating groups. Continuining in this way leads naturally to
a family of algebras we call alternating cyclotomic Hecke algebras, a subfamily of which
were studied by Ratliff [20].

In this paper we extend this natural line of investigation and study the semisimple
representation theory of alternating cyclotomic Hecke algebras in detail. We start by con-
sidering cyclotomic Hecke algebras, which grew via generalisation from the symmetric
and hyperoctahedral groups, as well as their Iwahori-Hecke algebras. We also discuss
the seminormal form theory of these algebras, which dates back to Young [21] in the
symmetric group case, and is due to Hoefsmit [7] and Ariki-Koike [2] in general for
cyclotomic Hecke algebras — we follow the more recent approach of Hu and Mathas
[9]. We then define alternating cyclotomic Hecke algebras for arbitrary level as fixed-
point subalgebras of cyclotomic Hecke algebras under the hash involution. There is a
clear analogy here to symmetric group algebras and the sign map. In the final section we
give a classification of irreducible representations for semisimple alternating cyclotomic
Hecke algebras, including a dimension formula. This gives a significant improvement on
the existing proof for levels one [16] and two [17] by Mitsuhashi, while extending it to
arbitrary level.

The family of algebras defined in this paper are further studied in [4], where a graded
isomorphism theorem is proved, providing a firm link between the alternating cyclotomic
Hecke algebras and the world of quiver Hecke algebras in the spirit of Brundan and
Kleshchev [5]. Specifically, it is shown in [4] that for A = Ay, the alternating cyclotomic
Hecke algebra is isomorphic to a homogeneous subalgebra of the cyclotomic quiver Hecke
algebra. In particular this gives a Z-grading on the modular group algebras of alternating
groups.

2 Notation and Definitions

In this chapter we give the definition of cyclotomic Hecke algebras as abstract algebras with
a presentation by generators and relations. These are the objects we will be considering
subalgebras of in this paper. In order to do this we need some notation. Throughout this
paper, let Z be a unital integral domain. If k € Z and £ € Z*, define the quantum integer
[k]e by

[Kls = (I+&+---+&N, ifk>0,
FTl - 24 48R, ifk <0,

We write [k] for [k]: when there is no confusion over the quantum parameter; by the

geometric series formula, [k] = 5;%11 provided &€ # 1 (if € = 1, [k] = k).
We can now define cyclotomic Hecke algebras. Our definition follows Ariki-Koike,
although our algebras comprise a subfamily of those considered in [2].

Definition 2.1 (Cyclotomic Hecke algebras [2]) Let & € Z* and let &k = (x1, k2, ..., k¢)
be an ¢-tuple of elements in Z. The cyclotomic Hecke algebra 76, = 7, 0(Z, &, k) is the
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Representations of Alternating Cyclotomic Hecke Algebras 237

unital associative Z-algebra generated by L1, Ly, ..., L,, T1, T», ..., T,—1 subject to the
relations

e
[Tz —txide) =0
i=1

(T, + (T, —§) = 0
LyLy = LgL,
T,T, = T,T,, if|r—s|>1 @2.1)

TrTr+1Tr = Tr+1TrTr+l
T,Ly = LT, ifs#rr+1
Lr+1(Tr_§+]) T.L, + 1.
The £-tuple (kq, ..., ke) € Z° is called the multicharge of £, and is closely related to a
dominant weight A = A(k) of a Kac-Moody algebra. The quantum integers [«;] for 1 <

i < { are the cyclotomic parameters. The elements L1, Lo, ..., L, are called Jucys-Murphy
elements. ¢ is called the level of the algebra.

Definition 2.2 For a cyclotomic Hecke algebra 7, let e be the quantum characteristic of
& in Z, that is,

e=minfk>0|1+&+&>+...+& 1 =0},
or ¢ = oo if no such k exists. Note that if £ = 1 and Z = F is a field of positive charac-

teristic, e = char(F). If £ # 1 and £ is a root of unity then e is the multiplicative order of

£.

The following basis theorem of Ariki-Koike gives the first indication that cyclotomic
Hecke algebras are interesting objects of study: their rank depends only on £ and n (i.e. it is
independent of the choices of parameters). Most importantly, this rank does not depend on
the choice of & or its quantum characteristic.

Theorem 2.3 (Ariki-Koike [2]) The cyclotomic Heckes algebra 76, ((Z, &, k) is a free
Z-module with basis

{LT‘L)Z/Z--~L,7;”TQ)|O§)/,' <€anda)€6n},

where T, = T;| T, - - - T;, if 5i,Si, - - - Siy, 15 any reduced expression for w. In particular its
rank as a Z-module is

tkz (6,0(2,&,k)) = L"nl.

In order to discuss the representation theory, semisimple and otherwise, of cyclotomic
Hecke algebras, we need to introduce the combinatorial framework of (multi-) partitions
and (multi-) tableaux.

Definition 2.4 A partition of n > 0 is a weakly decreasing sequence A = (A1, A2, ...)

of non-negative integers which sum to n. An £-multipartition of n is an £¢-tuple A =
AW A@ L A®)y of partitions whose total sum is n. When writing multipartitions,

@ Springer



238 C. Boys

we omit trailing zeroes, group repeated integers with exponents and separate components
with bars. We write P, for the set of partitions of n; A - n means A € P,. We write P,f for
the set of £-multipartitions of n; A -y n means A € 77,{.

We usually visualise a multipartition using its diagram; we abuse notation frequently
and identify multipartitions with their diagrams. The diagram of a partition is the set of
left-aligned square boxes, starting with A; boxes, then A, boxes underneath, and so on. The
diagram of a multipartition is its sequence of constituent diagrams.

Definition 2.5 For a multipartition A € 77,‘;, a A-tableau is a bijective filling of the boxes of
A with the numbers 1, 2, ..., n. A A-tableau is standard if the entries increase along rows
and down columns within each constituent diagram. The collection of standard tableaux
with n boxes is written Std(Pf); the collection of those of shape A (i.e. those tableaux such
that deleting all the numbers from the diagram recovers the diagram of the multipartition A)
is written Std().

Definition 2.6 We define the dominance order on 77,{ by writing AT u, read as A dominates
w, if

-1 i -1 i
S o = L
k=1 j=1 k=1 j=1

forall 1 <r < ¢andi > 1. This is a partial order which gives (P,f, >) the structure of
a poset. We can extend the dominance ordering to the set Std(P,f) by defining s > t if
sh(s | ) > sh(t |,,) forall 1 < m < n, where by sh(u) we mean the shape of the tableau
u, and by u |x we mean the tableau with k£ boxes obtained from u by deleting entries
k+1,k+2,...,n.

There are two special tableaux for each multipartition A € P! which are used frequently:
the initial A-tableau t* which contains the entries 1,2, 3, ..., n increasing along rows start-
ing from A, and the final A-tableau t; which contains the same entries increasing down
columns, starting from A0,

For example, below are the initial and final tableaux for the 2—multipartition (2 | 12):

1]2 . 314
(o= | B oem | R

Definition 2.7 For A € P,, the conjugate partition A’ is the partition with

My=#i= 1% = j)

In terms of diagrams, A’ is the diagram of A with rows and columns swapped. The conjugate
A’ of a multipartition A = (A", ..., 1) e Pl is

V=00 b,

For tableaux, conjugation t +— t’ is defined by reflecting the diagram of t through its
diagonal, so the rows of t become the columns of t’; the conjugate of the multitableau
t=E&WD, ..., tMD)ist’ = «&®, ..., D) Notice that

Y =ty (2.2)
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Representations of Alternating Cyclotomic Hecke Algebras 239

The following lemma gives the important relationship between the dominance ordering
and the conjugation involution; a proof in the £ = 1 case is given in [12, (1.11)]; the general
case follows from this.

Lemma 2.8 [12, (1.11)] Conjugation reverses the dominance order on multipartitions and
multitableaux, that is, A > u if and only if &’ > A" and s > t if and only if t' > &’

Definition 2.9 For a choice of multicharge k € Zt, and for t € Std(A), where A € P,f, the
content of k in t, for 1 < k < n, is the number

ck(t) =k +c—r,

where k appears in component / in column ¢ and row r of t; the content sequence of t is
the n-tuple

c(t) = (c1(t), c2(t), ..., en(E)).
The e-residue of k in t is the element
resi(t) = cx(t) + eZ
of Z/eZ and the residue sequence of t is the n-tuple
ic = (resy(t), resp(t), ..., res,(t)) € (Z/eZ)".
Finally, for i € (Z/eZ)", Std(i) is the set {t € Std(Pf) | i = i}. Note that all these

quantities depend on the choice of «.

Using the Jucys-Murphy elements and the notation from this section, we may produce
a full set of mutually orthogonal idempotents for the Hecke algebras. For t € Std(A) for
A € PL, define

F = 1—[ 1—[ Lj — [resi(s)]e 2.3)

k=] sest() [resi(£)]s — [resk(s)]e
resi (s)#resk (t)
By Eq. 2.1, the Jucys-Murphy elements commute so there is no ambiguity in the order
of factors in Eq. 2.3.

Proposition 2.10 (Ariki’s semisimplicity criterion [1]) Let 74, = 94, ¢(F, &, k) be a cyclo-
tomic Hecke algebra with e > 2, where F is a field. Then 7, is a semisimple F-algebra if
and only if the element

Py =Pw(F.&0) =[R2l [[ T[] ket+d—nle @4

1<r<s<{ —n<d<n

is nonzero. Moreover, if Pz is nonzero then the collection {F¢ | t € Std('Pfl )} is a complete
set of pairwise orthogonal idempotents for ¢,.

3 The Seminormal Form
Young [21] introduced the seminormal form for symmetric group algebras to give a par-
ticularly elegant description of their ordinary representation theory (i.e. over a field of

characteristic zero). We will see the seminormal form arise as a basis of simultaneous eigen-
vectors for the Jucys-Murphy elements. As we will see, this basis, which is intimately
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linked to the semisimple representation theory of cyclotomic Hecke algebras, is particularly
well-adapted to the computations we will perform in later chapters.

The following lemma states the well-known result that tableaux are uniquely determined
by their content sequences (which are the same as their residue sequences for e > n) in the
semisimple case.

Recall thatif t € Std(Pf) and 1 <r < nthenc,(t) € Z is the content of r in t.

Lemma 3.1 [14, Lemma 3.34] Suppose that s, t € Std(Pf) and that Py is nonzero. Then
s = tifand only if [cr(8)] = [cr(Y)], for 1 < r < n. In particular s = t if and only if
is = it-

Definition 3.2 Define the integer p,(t) € Z by

pr(€) = ¢ () = cry1(0). (3.1)

pr(t) is called the axial distance from r + 1 to r in t.

The following definition makes precise the freedom allowed when choosing the coeffi-
cients in Young’s seminormal form.

Definition 3.3 (Hu-Mathas [9, Section 3]) A x-seminormal coefficient system is a set of
scalarsa = {a,(s) |1 <r <nands € Std(P,f)} in Z such that

(i) fort e Std(Pﬁ) with s - t and s, - t standard we have
o (E)otm (sk - £) = am (E) o (s - £) (3.2)
forl <k,m<niflk—m|>1
(ii) fort e Std(P,f) and 1 <r < n — 2 such that s,s,4; - t is standard we have
A (Sp 4187 £)0r 11 (S, £)r (£) = 0y 1 (S Sr41£) 0 (Sr41E)r 41 (E) (3.3)

(i) fort e Std(PY)and1 <r <nandv =s, - t then a,(s) = 0if v ¢ Std(P!) and

otherwise [1+ o (O + pr (V)]
Pr priv
r @)= . 34

Asnoted in [9, Section 3], examples of seminormal coefficient systems for the symmetric

groups date back to Young in 1901 [21]. For example, we can take «,(t) = [l[:rp (’t()t])],

whenever t, s, - t € Std(P,f ). This is the choice made by James in [11]. We give another
example now, to motivate the particular choice we will make in later chapters.

Example 3.4 Suppose that Z = K is a field which contains & € K*, /€ and square roots

~/—1and \/[h]g, for 1 < |h| < n, such that \/[—h]: = V=1(J/E) JThle, for 1 < h < n.
Define

Vol 1"'[’;:2; AIETACI TR Std(PY) and ¢, (t) < 0

and o, (t) = 01if s, - t is not standard. One can easily check that these scalars satisfy the
requirements of a seminormal coefficient system.

© {FV“*/"“ WIZEEL - if s, -t e SU(PY) and ¢ (t) > 0
073

Definition 3.5 Let * be the unique involutive anti-automorphism of .74, which fixes the
generators Ly, Ty, ..., Ty—1.
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Representations of Alternating Cyclotomic Hecke Algebras 241

Definition 3.6 A basis {fst | s,t € Std(A) for A € ’Pf} of 7, = FG (2,8, k) is a

seminormal basis if

Lifst = [ck(s)]fse and  fseLg = [cx ()] fst,s

forall s, t € Std(A) with A € 735 and 1 < k < n. The above basis is a x-seminormal basis
if in addition fJ. = fis,forall s, t € Std(A) with A € 73,{.

We can use seminormal coefficient systems to provide a complete description of the
semisimple representation theory of cyclotomic Hecke algebras. Recall that the element
P 5 from Proposition 2.10 gives us a criterion for semisimplicity.

Theorem 3.7 ( The Seminormal Form [9, Theorem 3.14]) Suppose that K is a field in which
Pp is nonzero and which contains a seminormal coefficient system o for 7, (K). Then

(i)  2,(K) has a x-seminormal basis { fsc | s, t € Std(A) for A € P,/f}, such that

1
T, fst = ar(8) fur — mfsta

where u = s, - s (and fur = 0 if u is not standard);
(ii)  there exist non-zero scalars y. € IC, for t € Std(P,f) such that

Sst fuv = SeuVe fovs

(iii) [y%ftt |t e Std(Pf)] is a complete set of pairwise orthogonal primitive idempo-
tents for 76,(K), and

(iv)  the x-seminormal basis { fst | s, t € Std(X) for A € Pf} is uniquely determined by
the x-seminormal coefficient system a together with the scalars {yq. | A € PL).

Finally, we will need the following identity relating the o and y coefficients.

Corollary 3.8 [9, Corollary 3.17] Suppose that t € Std(P,f) is such thatu = s, - t €
Std(P,f), where 1 <r < n. Then o, (W) ye = o (t)Yu.

By Theorem 3.7, if t € Std(P,‘f) then Fy = iftt is a primitive idempotent in 7.
As we saw in Eq. (2.3), there is an explicit formula for this idempotent which in particular
is independent of the choice of seminormal basis. Again by Theorem 3.7, as an (£, .£)-
bimodule .7, decomposes as

= P Ha. (3.5)
rePf
s,teStd(h)
where Hgr = K fst, and where .Z is the commutative subalgebra of .77, generated by the
Jucys-Murphy elements. Equivalently,

Hge = {h € #, | Lh = [cx(s)1h and hLy = [ex(€)]h for 1 < k < n),

for s, t € Std(™) with A € P¢.

The following easy corollary of Theorem 3.7 is the mechanism by which we perform
many of the computations in this paper. It allows us to prove identities in cyclotomic
Hecke algebras by comparing coefficients of their actions on the seminormal basis.
Importantly, we can also use it prove identities in the non-semisimple versions of these
algebras.
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242 C. Boys

Corollary 3.9 In the cyclotomic Hecke algebra ¢,(K), the identity element 1 € I,

decomposes as
1
= > —fe
cesapt) UF

4 Cyclotomic Hecke Algebras with Symmetric Multicharges

In this section we define the particular subfamily of cyclotomic Hecke algebras in
which we are interested. This subfamily allows for the definition of an involution whose
fixed-point subalgebra is our main topic. This construction will generalise the con-
struction of the alternating group algebra as a fixed-point subalgebra of the symmetric
group algebra.

Recall the Jucys-Murphy elements from Eq. 2.1. Fork = 1,2, ..., n, let

Ly =" 1 They- - VLT T2 - - Ti—2 Ti—y .

These may be referred to as the affine Jucys-Murphy elements in J7,. If & # 1, it follows
by induction on k that the two different definitions are related by

Ly = L1 (4.1)
k= E_1 . .
Definition 4.1 For a multicharge k = (k1, k2, ..., k¢), the multicharge «" is defined by

(—Ke, —Ke—1, ..., —K1).

The involution we are interested in is the hash map, originally defined by Gold-
man, which we now define. Unlike the sign map for symmetric group algebras, it is not
immediately obvious that the map we want is a homomorphism.

Proposition 4.2 Ler Z be a unital integral domain and let 76, ¢(Z, &, k) be a cyclotomic
Hecke algebra. Then there is a unique algebra homomorphism

# 0 0(Z,E,6) — S (2,8, k)
satisfying
Tiv> —ET," fori=1,2,....,n—1.
and
Li— —L;, if§=1
Lo L e #1

Proof We prove the result for the algebra % = %,,g(z £, k), where Z = Z[£, €1 k]; it
is clear by Definition 2.1 that we can then base-change to our arbitrary integral domain O
by H,(0) = 3,(Z) ®7 O to obtain the result in general.

Note that {a, T, Ty, ..., Ty,—1} is also a generating set for the algebra % when & # 1.
Indeed, Ariki-Koike give such a presentation for .77;, in [2, Definition 3.1] which, for now
ignoring the first relation, has all the same relations as in Definition 2.1 but with the final
relation replaced with the relation

T\\T\Ly = L\ T L T
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Representations of Alternating Cyclotomic Hecke Algebras 243

Using this presentation, the fact that # preserves all relations in Eq. (2.1) except the L
eigenvalue relation is a quick check that we leave to the reader. For the remaining relation
we split into two cases. First suppose & = 1. Then

¢ s
(H(L1 - Ki)) = H(_Ll —ki)=0
i=1 i=1

since «; appears the same number of times in x = k" as —«; does. On the other hand, if
& # 1, let K be the field of fractions of Z@) and let {fst | s,t € Std(A) for A € ’PZ} be a
seminormal basis for the semisimple K-algebra %(K) Then L, = (6 —1)L;+1andso
for a standard tableau t, L fiv = E‘l(t)ftt = &% fe if 1 appears in component i of t.
So, working in 47;, (K),

|
L
[}
S
| B
Ll
==
|
x
~—
| I
S
&
ot

¢ #
(T - WD) fee =
i=1

¢
1 ~_1 .
R | (Y
E-DfLL
=0

since k = k' and a_] See = 74 See if 1 appears in component i of t. The result now
follows from Corollary 3.9 since 7, (Z) — 5¢,(K). O

Definition 4.3 The map # : 54, ((Z,§,k) — (2, &, k') from Proposition 4.2 is
called the hash map.

Remark 4.4 The hash map was originally defined by Goldman [10, Theorem 5.4] in level
one; we have extended the definition to higher levels.

In the same way that the alternating group algebra may be considered as the subalgebra
of the symmetric group algebra of point fixed by the sign map, our goal now is to use the
hash map we have just defined to give an analogous construction for cyclotomic Hecke
algebras with symmetric parameters. In order to proceed, we will need to perform a number
of calculations, computing the images of various elements we have defined so far under the
hash involution from Definition 4.3.

Lemma 4.5 For1 < k < n we have Z;# = If:;(_l
Proof From the definition of L,, we have an inductive formula for Ijr\:l as

Ly = g_lTrZ:’T}“
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Hence
—~ 1 — #
Ly = (E kalkalTk71>
_ 11, _
—¢ lszk_llkal Tk—ll
by induction. O

For the remainder of this section we need to be more careful with our choices of rings
and fields. The following definition gives us the freedom to use the seminormal form to
make meaningful statements for our algebras in general.

Definition 4.6 [9, Definition 4.1] Let /C be a field in which P is nonzero. Let O be a
subring of IC and t+ € O*. Then (O, t) is an e-idempotent subring of K if the following
hold:

(i)  [k]; is invertible in O whenever k % 0 (mod e) for k € Z; and
(i) [k]; € J(O) whenever k € eZ,

where 7 (O) is the Jacobson radical of O, i.e. the intersection of all its maximal ideals.

Let F be an arbitrary field with & € F* such that the quantum characteristic of & in F is
e > 2, and let (O, t) be an e-idempotent subring of a field I such that

(i) K contains a seminormal coefficient system for .77, ; and
(i) F = O/m for some maximimal ideal m of O and & = 1 + m.

Remark 4.7 1t is shown in [8, Example 4.2] that e-idempotent subrings exist. Note that by
(ii) above, 7, (F) = 7,(0)®o F and, since O is a subring of I, 7, (K) = 4,(0)Qo K.

Definition 4.8 (Cyclotomic Hecke algebra with symmetric multicharge) We say the
cyclotomic Hecke algebra 47, ¢(Z, &, k) has symmetric multicharge if k = «'.

For the rest of this section, let us fix the notation from Definition 3.7, to-
gether with a seminormal basis {fs: | s,t € Std(X) for X € P} for 7, (K)
and a seminormal coefficient system «. In particular, for the remainder of this
section, e > 2. Let us also fix a multicharge & € Z¢ such that k = &'.

We now perform a number of calculations in the semisimple cyclotomic Hecke algebra
I, (KC). Tt is clear from Proposition 4.2 that if 7, is a cyclotomic Hecke algebra with
multicharge k such that k = k', then # is an involution of J%,. We use this assumption
implicitly in many calculations below.

Lemma 4.9 Suppose that k = k', that 1 <k < n and s € Std(P!). Then
szss = [Ck(s/)]fss-
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Representations of Alternating Cyclotomic Hecke Algebras 245

Proof We give a proof if §& # 1; the proof when § = 1 is easier and we leave it to the reader.
By Theorem 3.7, Li fst = [ck(8)] fss, 80 Lk fss = g6k(®) £ by Eq. 4.1. By Definition 4.3
then, Lf = Lk_l. Therefore,
Lt
szss = Skj Ses

L'
= kflfss

—ci(s) _
=4 ;_1 1fss
= [Ck(s/)].fSSa
where the last equality follows because ¢ (s’) = —c(s) by Definitions 2.7 and 2.9. O

Lemma 4.10 Suppose that k = k' and s € Std(P). Then F¥ = Fyg.
Proof Since Fg = y—ls fss, applying Lemma 4.9 gives

L F¥ = (LEFo)* = (ler(s)) Fo)* = [ex ()] FY

since the # map is an automorphism. Similarly F#L; = [cx(s’)]Lk. Therefore, F¥ € Hyo
in the decomposition of Eq. 3.5. As Fg is an idempotent, and # is an algebra isomorphism,
it follows that F: = Fg since this is the unique idempotent in Hgrgr = KCFy . (|

Corollary 4.11 Suppose that k = k' and s € Std(P,f). Then
# 4
fss = 7:’fSIS/.

Proof Using Theorem 3.7 and Lemma 4.10, f#, = iF;*t = iFS' = %fs/s/. O

The symmetry of the multicharge which allowed us to perform the calculations above
also gives us the following useful combinatorial lemma.

Lemma 4.12 For a cyclotomic Hecke algebra ¢, with symmetric multicharge, resi(t) =
—resi(t') mod e for all t € Std(\) for . € Pt and 1 < k < n.

Proof Let A € P;. Then for t € Std(A) and 1 < k < n, we have

resg(t) = k¢ +ri(t) — cx(t)

—Kr—ep1 — re(t)) + e (t)
—(kp—p41 + () =k (t)))
—resg ().

as required. O

Remark 4.13

(i)  Although our algebras .7 do not themselves depend on the choice of multicharge
(only on the residues modulo e), the choice of seminormal coefficient system, and
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therefore the algebra 77©, does depends on this choice. Our notation reflects this
dependence on «.

(ii)) The reader may notice that for the proof of Proposition 4.2, we could have made the
slightly weaker assumption that if «; appears the same number of times in k = «’
as —k; does fori = 1,2,...,¢; it is for Lemma 4.12 that we need the multicharge
to be symmetric in the particular sense of Definition 4.8. This leads to the slightly
uncomfortable reality that k = (0, 1, 2) is not a symmetric 3-multicharge, but k =
(1,0,2) is.

We want to study the subalgebra of a cyclotomic Hecke algebra .77, with a symmetric
multicharge consisting of elements fixed by the hash involution; the study of these algebras
will occupy the rest of this paper.

Definition 4.14 (Alternating cyclotomic Hecke algebras) Let Z be a unital integral domain
such that 2 is invertible in Z. Fix & # —1 in Z. The alternating cyclotomic Hecke
algebra ¥ = H; (2, &, k)" of type (£, n) with Hecke parameter & and symmetric
cyclotomic parameters k¥ = k’ is the fixed-point subalgebra of J%, ((Z, &, k) under the
# involution.

Remark 4.15

(i) Mitsuhashi first studied alternating cyclotomic Hecke algebras in [16], and called
them alternating Iwahori-Hecke algebras by analogy with existing terminology for
the £ = 1 case. For ¢ € C* with ¢ # —1, Mitsuhashi [16, Definition 4.1]
defines a subalgebra of the Iwahori-Hecke algebra J7(&,) = J£,1(C,q,0),
denoted by % (2,), which satisfies 777 (2,) = C2,. His definition is not by the
hash involution, but can be shown to be equivalent to ours. A description of its
representation theory is obtained for generic g [16, Theorem 5.5], as well as a pre-
sentation by generators and relations which is a g-analogue of the presentation for
C2L, [16, Section 4].

(i) Mitsuhashi also studied the case £ = 2 when k = (1, e — 1) [17] (using a Clifford
theory approach similar to [4, Section 1]). His algebra is isomorphic to our algebra
H2(C,q, (1, —1))* and his results give explicit generators and relations for this
family of alternating cyclotomic Hecke algebras [17, Proposition 3.2].

Our next goal is to determine the dimension of " over a field. First we need some
lemmas and some additional notation. For i € 1", define

= > F. (4.2)

teStd(PY)
res(t)=i

These idempotents will be very important in later chapters, as they appear in a different
guise when we study these algebras through a different looking glass. The following stan-
dard result shows that, despite ostensibly belonging to .7, (K), the idempotents flO actually
belong to the O-form of the algebra, justifying their notation.

Lemma 4.16 [9, Lemma 4.5], [18] Fori € I", flo c 7,(0).

These elements generalise Proposition 2.10 in the following sense.
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Proposition 4.17 [6, 13] If the element Py (F,&, k) is zero, then 7¢,(F) is a non-
semisimple F-algebra and the collection {fio Qo 1r | i€ I} is a complete set of pairwise
orthogonal idempotents for 7¢,(F).

We now compute the image of the idempotent flo under the hash map. Giveni € ",
define —i € I" by
—i=(—iy, —i2, ..., —in). 4.3)

Lemma 4.18 Suppose thati € I". Then (f©)* = f?l in 7,(0).

Proof First observe that s € Std(i) if and only if s’ € Std(—i) by Lemma 4.12. Then by

Lemma 4.10,
O = > Fi= Y Fo=r9
seStd(i) seStd(i)
as claimed. O

We want to work with equivalence classes of I under the involution on residue
sequences defined in Eq. 4.3. More precisely, for i, j € 1" let ~ be the equivalence relation
on /" generated by i ~ j if i = —j. From this we obtain a partition of the set /" into equiv-
alence classes of size 1 or 2; we denote the equivalence class containing a sequence i by [i],
noting that, since ¢ > 2,

{i}, ifti=(0,0,...,0)
. ———
[i] = n zeroes
{i, —i}, otherwise
We denote the set of equivalence classes by I” and in each equivalence class we choose a
representative it € [i].
We now give a dimension formula for alternating cyclotomic Hecke algebras.

Theorem 4.19 Suppose that F is a field of characteristic greater than two, and suppose
that k = k' is such that
|{j | k; EOmode}| <n.

r'"n!
Then the alternating cyclotomic Hecke algebra 5,(F)* has dimension 7

Proof Choose a seminormal coefficient system in a field /C with an e-idempotent subring
O such that L > O — F as on p10. Define an element

&= Z (fi(f_fg+)

[ilel?
[[i]]=2

and note that, since ¢ > 2 and since the condition on k disallows the sequence (0, O, ..., 0),
|[i]| = 2 for all [i] € I". Then JZ* = ¢ #* as O-modules, since ¢> = 1 and £¥ = —¢ by
Lemma 4.18. Writing ﬁC]’ for fl(f + f_%r , we see 4, = A @ e, which gives the result

by Theorem 2.3 since any x € 7, may be written as x = ) ;n X fi(9 = Z[i]e X f[ﬁ and
SO we can write ! 1
x=o ) NS+ e Yo =S
[ilel” [ilel”

provided % € O. The result now follows by tensoring with the field F. O
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5 Semisimple Representations of Alternating Cyclotomic Hecke Algebras

In this section we construct the semisimple representations of alternating cyclotomic Hecke
algebras using the seminormal form from Section 3.4. Our goal is to construct a full set of
pairwise non-isomorphic irreducible modules for .77, (X)* for certain fields K. This gen-
eralises results in [16] and [17]. To begin with, we need to place some more restrictive
conditions on our seminormal coefficient system c.

Definition 5.1 An alternating coefficient system is a x-seminormal coefficient system o =
far(s) |1 <r <n ands € Std(P))} such that o (s) = —a,-(s'), forall 1 < r < n and
s € Std(P)).

Remark 5.2 Example 3.4 shows that alternating seminormal coefficient systems exist.

For the remainder of this section, fix a field £ with ¢ € £* with quantum
characteristic e > 2 and such that P, is nonzero in K, a symmetric multicharge
k, a seminormal basis {fs: | s,t € Std(A) for A € PL} for #,(K) and an
alternating seminormal coefficient system ox.

Remark 5.3 Since we will need these coefficients explicitly later, we now compute o, (t)
for some particularly important r and t. Note that by Eq. 3.4, if t is any tableau with 2 in
the first row and 3 in the first column,

[BI-11 _ —'13I11 _ 131
21-2] —r2[2]2  [2]*

az(B)aa(sy - t) =

In order to satisfy the requirement of an alternating seminormal coefficient system, we make
the following choice for the sake of definiteness:

w, if 2 is in the first row of t
an(t) = J[T]ﬁﬁ 5
- T[]’ if 2 is in the second row of t

This has the effect that ap(s) = a;(8) for any tableaux s, § with s |3= 5 |3.
The following lemma continues some calculations we began in the previous section.

Lemma 5.4 Suppose A € P,{ and s, u € Std(A) are standard tableaux such thatu = s, - s,
where 1 <r < n. Then

ar(s’) Vs

# —
fis ()7

fu’s“

@ Springer



Representations of Alternating Cyclotomic Hecke Algebras 249

ar(s)
Corollary 4.11 for the second equality,

o= ! <T + ! >#f#
e U (o)1) 70
=L(—Tr+z—l+ 1 >fss
o (s) e Lor(s)]

(s)
_L Tr tp fs s/
ar(s)ys [or(s)]

Vs (T . ) fu
ar(s)ys [or (8] o'

since [py(s)] = —tPr & [—p,(s)] = —t”&[p,(s")]. Observe that u' = s,s’. Therefore,
the result follows by another application of Theorem 3.7. O

Proof By Theorem 3.7, fus = #<Tr + [p,lm)fss' Hence, using Definition 4.3 and

By Theorem 3.7 any *-seminormal basis is uniquely determined by a seminormal coef-
ficient system and a choice of scalars {y.» | A € Prf}. We now determine these scalars for
the seminormal basis

(f¥ |'s,t €Sd) for A € PY).
Proposition 5.5 The collection { fft | s,t € Std(A) for A € Pf} is the seminormal basis
of 7,(KC) determined by the seminormal coefficient system
{—a,(s) | s € Std]A), A € Pl and 1 <r < n)

together with the y-coefficients {yc, | A € PL). That is, if s, t € Std(A) for A € P! and
1 <r <nthen

#
Trfst - Olr( )fut r(sl) fst
where u = s, - s. Moreover, f:t fuv = (Stuytfsv, for s, t,u,v e Std(d) for A € ”P,f.

Proof Using Theorem 3.7, if s, t € Std(A) for A € Pnz we compute

nt = (1) = (11— 01)

= (—er@ fu t =14 r(s)]>fst)
= (—ar(s)fut ( /)]fst)
= _ar(s)f:t r(s/) fst

Similarly, ¥ f¥ = (fsc faov)® = Scuye f¥,. By Theorem 4.9 f# € Hgy, so the a-

coefficient corresponding to fs"‘tt is naturally indexed by s’ (and not by s). Similarly, the

labelling for the y-coefficients involves conjugation because Fr = % ff,t, by Corollary
t

4.11. Hence, the result follows by Theorem 3.7. O
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We now define Specht modules for semisimple cyclotomic Hecke algebras.

Definition 5.6 Let A € 77,‘;. The Specht module S* for the algebra 7, (K) is the vector
space with basis { f¢ | t € Std(XA)} and with 57, (IC)-action given by

Ly fo = [ax(©)]fe

T, fo = o (£) fu — Je

1
[or (£)]
forl <k <mand1 <r < n,where u=s, - s (and o, (t) = 0 if u is not standard).

Example 5.7 Let us calculate the actions of the generators 77 and 7> on the Specht module
S@D for the algebra 7% 1(C, 1,0) = C&3, noting that C clearly contains the required
alternating seminormal coefficient system computed in Remark 5.3. Let a and b be the
standard tableaux

12| . 1]3]
3 o 2

respectively. Then we see that on the basis {fs, fo}, 71 and T, respectively act as the

matrices
1 —4/3i
(52) (—2 f)
0-1)° V31
2 2

which the reader can check square to the identity.

Theorem 5.8 [2] Let K be a field containing a seminormal coefficient system such that
Py is nonzero. Then for each A € P,f, S* is an irreducible €,()C)-module. Moreover,
the collection {S* | A € Pf} is a complete list of irreducible modules for the semisimple

algebra 7,(KC).

Definition 5.9 Let ~ be the equivalence relation on P! generated by A ~ p if p = 1. We
write [A] for the equivalence class of A € P! under this equivalence relation, and (P¢)~. for
the set of all equivalence classes.

Define an equivalence relation ~ on Std(P!) to be generated by s ~ t if t = s’. Let
Std(P,f)N denote the set of equivalence classes under this relation and in each equivalence
class [s], choose a representative s™. Define

Std(PHT = (st | [s] € SA(PH)-})

Std(PH™ = {s' | s € Std(PH)4 ).
Since e > 2, ig is always distinct from iy and so Std(P)* uStd(P!)~ = Std(PY), both sets
have cardinality % |Std(79,f) , and all equivalence classes [s] € Std(Pn[)N contain two ele-

ments. For a particular multipartition, we write Std(A)™ and Std(A)~ for Std(A) N Std(P,f)'*'
and Std(A) N Std(PY)~ respectively.

Definition 5.10 Let A € P! be such that . = 1. Denote by S }_ the vector space with basis
{(fe+fe) | £ € Std(A) T} and by S* the vector space with basis {(f: — fv/) | £ € Std(A)T}.

Note that for the next proposition, it is important that we include the additional
assumption that KC contains an alternating seminormal coefficient system.
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Proposition 5.11 Let n > 1 and let K be a field containing an alternating seminormal
coefficient system and such that P e is nonzero. Then for A € 'Pf with A = X/, Si and S*
are irreducible 5€,(K)*-modules.

Proof Suppose we need to move from ( fr £ fi/) to (fy £ fir), where u = s, - t is standard.
Then we compute, using Theorem 3.7 and Proposition 5.5,

(FuTy + Fu T - (fe £ fo) = arT(t)(fu + fw)

using the fact that « is an alternating seminormal coefficient system. O

If A is an O-algebra and B an O-subalgebra of A, for an A-module M we write Ml‘g
for the B-module obtained by restriction.

Proposition 5.12 Let IC be a field containing a seminormal coefficient system and such that
Py is nonzero. Let A € P! be such that . # ). Then

A TG (K) ~ o) | F(K)
S o acr= 5" Yoy

as H,(J0)*-modules.

Proof Define an map of vector spaces 7 : S* — S, by ve > vy this is clearly an
isomorphism of vector spaces since |Std(A)| = |Std()J )| by Lemma 2.8. Then by Proposi-
tion 5.5, T(T,ve) = Tve and by Lemma 4.9 Live = L;:vt/ so T is an %7, (K)*-module
isomorphism between the restricted modules. O

Definition 5.13 If A € P/ is such that A # A/, we write S for the .7, (K)*-module from
Proposition 5.12.

Corollary 5.14 Let K be a field containing a seminormal coefficient system and such
that Pyp is nonzero. Then for A € Pn[ such that . # A, S™ is an irreducible
H6,(K)*-module.

Proof Similarly to the proof of Proposition 5.11, let v be a nonzero vector in S =
Sl *lf%’(’C)#-
7, (K)
choose some t with 7. # 0. Then r fr = (F. + Fo)v € #%v and so fi € J%v. We
now observe that it is possible to move from any one basis vector to another by applying a
sequence of #-invariant elements; one can check that for t € Std(A) with u = s, - t stan-
dard, (F,T, + Fy Tr#) ft = “’y—(ut) fu. We are done since we can clearly move all the way
from the basis vector f.. to the vector f, in such a way; the element we are acting by is
#-invariant by Lemma 4.10. So 5#*v = S and we are done. O

Writing v = ), estd(r) Tt Ve as an arbitrary linear combination, we can surely

Example 5.15 Continuing with Example 3.4, noting that C contains an alternating semi-
normal coefficient system, and that the generator for GO is TV Ty, using the matrices
from Example 3.4 we obtain two one-dimensional modules on which T} T3 act by  and ?
respectively, where w = %(1 + +/=3) € C s a cube root of unity.

Notice that we have the following immediate corollaries of the definitions of the
respective modules.
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Corollary 5.16 Forn > 1, let A € ”Pf and let IC be a field of characteristic greater than 2.
(i) Ifx # X, dime S = dimg $* = [Std(V)).
(ii) IfA =N, dimg S} = dimc S* = 1 dimc $* = § [StdV).

We can now give a classification of irreducible representations for semisimple alternating
cyclotomic Hecke algebras.

Proposition 5.17 Let n > 1 and let K be a field of characteristic greater than 2 con-
taining an alternating seminormal coefficient system and such that Py is nonzero. Let
|{j | kj =0 mod e}| < n. Then the collection

(S| A1 € (PO~ with [IM] =2) U (S}, S2 | M € (P)~ with |[A]] = 1)

is a complete list of pairwise non-isomorphic irreducible modules for the semisimple
alternating cyclotomic Hecke algebra 5€,(K)¥.

Proof By Theorem 5.8, 3", ¢ IStd(A)|* = €"n!. Moreover, the modules S™ for A # 1/

and S}r and S* for A = A’ are clearly pairwise non-isomorphic by Lemma 3.1 and the
orthogonality of the idempotents {F¢ | t € Std(P,‘f)}. Hence since

3oosumP + Y 2(%|Std(k)|)2

(P~ [Me(Pn~
[[A]]=2 [IAll=1
1
— 2, - 2
= ) ISP+ Y IS
AP~ [Ae(P~
[[A]l=2 [[A]=1
£'n!
=5
we must have a full list of irreducible representations by Corollary 5.14, Proposition 5.11
and Proposition 4.19. O

As a result we obtain the following corollary which again highlights the importance of
our seminormal coefficient system. The reader should compare this with the results in [15]
and [19].

Corollary 5.18 Let n > 1 and let KC be a field of characteristic different from 2 containing
an alternating seminormal coefficient system and such that Py is nonzero. Then K is a

splitting field for 76,(K0)*.

Proof The arguments given in this section work over any extension field of C so the Specht
modules constructed in this section are irreducible over any such extension. Hence KC is a
splitting field for JZ*. O
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