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THE REPRESENTATIONS OF THE BRAUER-CHEN ALGEBRA

ILTIAS ANDREOU

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we determine the structure and representation theory of the Brauer algebra
associated to a complex reflection group (here called the Brauer-Chen algebra), defined by Chen in 2011.
We prove that it is semisimple and provide a construction for its simple modules for generic values of
the parameters, in a uniform way for all complex reflection groups. We then apply these results to
the cases of all irreducible complex reflection groups: for the groups in the infinite series, we obtain
a numerical formula for the dimension of the corresponding Brauer algebra, and for all exceptional
complex reflection groups, we compute the dimension of the corresponding Brauer algebra explicitly,
using computational methods. We also obtain a uniformly defined basis for the Brauer algebra of any
complex reflection group, defined over a field. Finally, we determine for which complex reflection groups
the corresponding Brauer algebra is a free module over its ring of definition.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Some history and motivation. In 1937, Richard Brauer defined a family of algebras, now named
after him, which described the centralizer of the action of the orthogonal group on a tensor power of
its natural representation [4]. For the corresponding action of the general linear group, the centralizer
had earlier been identified as the group algebra of the symmetric group on the number of factors of the
tensor representation, acting by permuting these factors. Such centralizer relations are often referred to
as Schur-Weyl dualities.

The representation theory of Brauer algebras was determined in 1988 by Wenzl [23]. The techniques
employed for this work were inspired by the famous earlier work of Jones connecting certain trace
functions on Von Neumann algebras to invariants of links [13] [14]. At the same time, Birman and
Wenzl [1] and, independently, Murakami [19], also inspired by Jones’s work, introduced the - now also
famous - BMW algebra. This is also an algebra which is closely related to link invariants, by supporting,
notably, a trace that lifts to the Kauffman polynomial. The BMW algebra is a deformation of the Brauer
algebra, the latter being isomorphic to special cases of the former, i.e., for certain specializations of the
parameters. In fact, it is a deformation of the Brauer algebra in much the same way as the Hecke algebra
is a deformation of the group algebra of the symmetric group.

In a spirit similar to how Hecke algebras have been defined and extensively studied for all complex
reflection groups (yielding numerous connections to topics in representation theory, algebraic geometry,
low-dimensional topology and even theoretical physics), there have been many efforts to extend the
definition of Brauer and BMW algebras to complex reflection groups other than the symmetric group
(which corresponds to the original case). We mention below some notable examples of these efforts.

In 2001, Haring-Oldenburg [12] introduced the cyclotomic BMW and Brauer algebras, i.e., BMW and
Brauer algebras associated to complex reflection groups of type G(m, 1,n), providing connections of the
former to link invariants in the solid torus. In 2014, Bowman and Cox [2] associated a certain subalgebra
of the cyclotomic Brauer algebra with the subgroups G(m, p,n) of G(m, 1,n), which comprise almost all
irreducible complex reflection groups.

In 2003, Cohen, Gijsbers and Wales [§] extended BMW algebras to finite Coxeter groups of simply
laced type (that is, types A, D and E, with A being the original case of the symmetric group), which
led, in a new way, to earlier discovered faithful representations of the Artin group of the corresponding
Coxeter types. Motivated by this, in 2007, Cohen, Frenk and Wales [7] introduced Brauer algebras
of type ADE, and completeley determined their representations for generic values of their parameters.
Finally, extending this work, Cohen, Liu and Yu [10], and Cohen-Liu [9] defined Brauer algebras of
Coxeter types B and C, respectively.

The most uniform definition of a Brauer algebra for every complex reflection group was given by
Z.Chen [5], in 2011; we call this the Brauer-Chen algebra, as in [I8]. It was at least in part intended to
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serve as a stepping stone for the definition of a general BMW algebra for all complex reflection groups.
In particular, it is defined in a way as to support certain formal flat connections which would dictate
its deformation to a general BMW algebra. Such a relation exists between complex reflection groups
and the corresponding Hecke algebras [3], and was shown by Marin [16] and, later, Chen [5], to exist
between the Brauer and BMW algebras of types A and ADE, respectively. As shown originally by Chen,
the Brauer-Chen algebra associated to Coxeter groups of type ADE is isomorphic to the corresponding
Brauer algebra of Cohen, Frenk, Wales, and, in type G(m, 1, n), it contains the cyclotomic Brauer algebra
of Haring-Oldenburg as a direct component. As stated by Cohen and Liu in the introduction of [9], the
Brauer algebras of type B and C are not isomorphic to the Brauer-Chen algebra of these types, but are
connected in a way necessitating further research.

Finally, we mention two more recent generalizations of BMW and Brauer algebras. In 2017, Chen [6]
defined BMW algebras associated to every Coxeter system that give rise to certain irreducible represen-
tations of the corresponding Artin group. He conjectured that one can obtain these BMW algebras as
deformations of the corresponding Brauer-Chen algebras of the same type, via a flat connection supported
by the latter, as the ones mentioned above. To our knowledge this question is still unanswered.

In 2018, in his PhD thesis [20], G. Neaime defined BMW and Brauer algebras of type G(m,m,n),
which are the non-real equivalent of simply laced type, and obtained irreducible representations of the
corresponding braid groups. Again, apart from the case n = 3 and m odd, for which he showed that his
Brauer algebra is isomorphic to the Brauer-Chen algebra, the connections between the two algebras are
unexplored.

1.2. Overview of our results. Motivated by the uniform way of its definition, its relation to other
defined Brauer algebras and its possible applications to the generalization of BMW algebras this article
is devoted to the study of the structure of the generic Brauer-Chen algebra for any complex reflection
group.

In particular, we show that, for generic values of the parameters and suitable fields of definition
(e.g. algebraically closed fields of characteristic zero, see Definition B1), the Brauer-Chen algebra is
semisimple and we provide a complete determination of its simple modules, as well as a formula for its
dimension (Theorems & B.I71 respectively). Such results were obtained for the Brauer algebra of
simply laced type (ADE) by Cohen, Frenk and Wales in their original paper. They constructed the simple
modules of the corresponding Brauer algebra from pairs consisting of a suitable collection of pairwise
orthogonal roots (called admissible) and a simple module of a certain subgroup of the corresponding
Coxeter group, depending on the chosen collection of orthogonal roots. Generalizing this construction
was not straightforward since many of its elements (e.g. the admissibility condition) depended on the
language of roots, which does not behave, for general complex reflection groups, as well as for Coxeter
groups. On the other hand, in [I8] Marin constructed a certain class of simple modules for the Brauer-
Chen algebra of every complex reflection group. In the cases of Coxeter groups of simply laced type,
these modules correspond to the modules constructed by Cohen, Frenk and Wales arising from collections
comnsisting of a single root (these are always admissible).

The key element that enabled the generalization of the above results is the observation that a simple
module of the Brauer-Chen algebra is determined by a certain module of the stabilizer of a certain
collection (many equivalent ones, in fact) of reflecting hyperplanes. In particular, as a module of the
corresponding complex reflection group, it is induced by this module of the stabilizer. Given such a
structure, one can reverse the procedure and study the conditions under which a collection of reflecting
hyperplanes and a module of its stabilizer induce indeed a simple module of the Brauer-Chen algebra.
This generalizes the notion of admissibility of Cohen, Frenk and Wales. After constructing all simple
modules, it is by computing their dimensions and finding a suitably small spanning set that we obtain
semisimplicity and the dimension of the algebra. What is noteworthy is that up to this point the
treatment is uniform for all complex reflection groups, i.e. without having to resort to a case-by-case
analysis, a standard technique when dealing with complex reflection groups.

Applying these results to the case of irreducible complex reflection groups of the infinite series
G(m,p,n) suggests a more explicit structure of simple modules, closer to the constructions of Cohen,
Frenk, Wales and Marin. In particular, for admissible collections of reflecting hyperplanes, the suitable
modules that induce simple modules of the Brauer-Chen algebra are those that induce the trivial repre-
sentation on a certain subgroup of the stabilizer of the given collection. This condition is then verified
to hold for all exceptional complex reflection groups, using programming in GAP4 [I1], after a small
modification (namely, a certain non-trivial representation replaces the trivial one on a certain subgroup
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of the stabilizer). This result provides a much more efficient formula for computing the dimension of the
Brauer-Chen algebra, as well as a nice basis over the fields in question (Theorem [6.5]).

The obtained basis specializes to the original basis of the Brauer algebra, as well as to the basis
obtained by Cohen, Frenk and Wales for the Brauer algebra of simply laced types. In these situations it
is, in fact, a basis over the ring of definition of the algebra. Generalizing this, we show that our obtained
basis over a field is a basis over the ring of definition of the Brauer-Chen algebra for all irreducible
complex reflection groups other than the exceptional groups Gas, Gso (Propositions [(4] [7.9] [[.16). For
these last two groups, the Brauer-Chen algebra is not a free module over its ring of definition, which
we show by noticing that for certain values of its parameters, the dimension of the algebra over the
corresponding field changes (Proposition [[T1]). Again, for the study of freeness of the Brauer-Chen
algebra in the exceptional groups, we used programming in GAP4 to obtain the corresponding results.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Basics of Complex Reflection Groups. Although our definitions here may be slightly modified,
we refer the reader to the book [I5] of Lehrer and Taylor for more detailed information on reflections
and complex reflection groups.

Definition 2.1 (Reflection). Let V' be a finite dimensional complex vector space. An element € GL(V)
is called a pseudo-reflection if the subspace ker(r — 1) of fixed vectors of r is of codimension 1 in V. The
subspace ker(r — 1) is called the reflecting hyperplane of r and we denote it by H,..

Here, we will just use the term reflection for any pseudo-reflection; over R the notions coincide. If r
is a reflection of V, and [ is an invertible linear transformation of V, then {rl~! is again a reflection, and
Hy— = U(H,).

Definition 2.2 (Complex reflection group). A complez reflection group W is a finite subgroup of GL(Viy)
for some complex vector space Vi which is generated by reflections. The representation Vi is called
the natural representation of W. If it is irreducible, then W is said to be irreducible. Finally, the rank
of W is the dimension of V3 minus the dimension of the subspace of fixed vectors of W.

For a complex reflection group W C GL(Viy ), one can always assume that there is a positive definite
hermitian form on Vi which is stable under W (take any positive definite hermitian form on Vi and
normalize it under the finite group W). A reflection r of Vi respecting that form is a wnitary or
orthogonal reflection, and it acts on the orthogonal subspace of its reflecting hyperplane H: as some
root of unity; we will denote by U, the group of m-th roots of unity. As a consequence, the reflections of
W sharing the same reflecting hyperplane H (together with the identity) form a cyclic group isomorphic
to some U, according to their action on H+. One can choose a distinguished generator of this cyclic
group, which is the reflection that acts on H+ as multiplication by the root of unity e%, and is hence
completely determined by H and its order. This is called the distinguished reflection of H.

From here on, W C GL(Vjy) will be a complex reflection group, and Vi will be assumed to be equiped
with a W-invariant positive definite hermitian form. We will denote by R the set of reflections of W and
by H the set of reflecting hyperplanes of W. To every reflection in R corresponds a hyperplane in H.
This correspondence is of course surjective but not injective in general, since all powers of a reflection
share the same reflecting hyperplane.

The group W acts naturally on H, mapping each hyperplane H C Vi to w(H), which will be written
as wH. This action corresponds to the action of W on R given by conjugation. Whenever the action
on a set X is clear we will denote conjugacy of a,b € X by a ~ b. Also, R4 will denote the set of
reflections mapping a to b.

2.2. Transverse hyperplanes. A key notion for the definition of the Brauer-Chen algebra is the notion
of transverse hyperplanes. We define them here and gather certain lemmas we will later be using about
them.

Definition 2.3 (Transverse hyperplanes). Let Hy, Ho be distinct reflecting hyperplanes of W. Then
Hy, Hs are called transverse if they are the only reflecting hyperplanes of W containing their intersection.
If this is the case, we write Hy h Ho. A collection of pairwise transverse hyperplanes of W will be called
a transverse collection.

When we say that two reflecting hyperplanes are non-transverse (as opposed to not transverse) it will
imply that they are distinct and not transverse; we will denote non-transversality of Hy, Ho by Hy ff Ho.
If B is a collection of reflecting hyperplanes of W, we say that H is transverse with B if it is transverse
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with every element of B, and we write H th B. Correspondingly, we write H i B if H is non-transverse
with some element of B. Finally, if B’ is another collection of reflecting hyperplanes, we say that B is
transverse with B’, and write B th B’ if every hyperplane of B is transverse with every hyperplane of
B'.

Throughout this work, an important role is played by transverse collections. The action of W on H
induces an action on the set of all such collections which will be denoted C. When we talk about the
orbit or a conjugate of such a collection it will be with respect to this action, and if B is a collection
of transverse hyperplanes, then Stab(B) will denote the stabilizer of B under this action. For reasons
of uniformity of exposition, we will suppose that C contains the empty collection, as well. Furthermore,
the empty collection will be assumed to be transverse with every H € H, and its stabilizer will be W.
We denote the set of non-empty transverse collections by C*.

If r is a unitary reflection of Viy, then a root of r (or its reflecting hyperplane) is any non-zero vector
of the orthogonal complement of its reflecting hyperplane. The following lemma provides a convenient
way to check transversality of two hyperplanes using roots.

Lemma 2.4. Let Hy, Ho be reflecting hyperplanes of W with corresponding roots ai,as € Vyy. Then,
Hy, Hy are transverse if and only if no reflecting hyperplane of W other than Hy, Hy has a root in the
linear span of a1, as.

Proof. If H is a reflecting hyperplane of W with root a then HyNHy C H is equivalent to H+ C Hi-® Hs-
which, is in turn, equivalent to a € (a1, az). The result follows. O

Lemma 2.5. Let r1,r2 be unitary reflections of Vi with respective reflecting hyperplanes Hy, Hy. Then
the following are equivalent:

(1) r1,r2 commute,

(2) r1Hy = Ha,

(3) Hy = Hy or H{- L Hs-.

Proof. For the implication (1) = (2), if 1,72 commute, then Tlrgrfl = ry. Since, rlrgrfl is a reflection
with reflecting hyperplane 1 Ho, this means that ri Ho = Hs.

For (2) = (3), suppose that r Hy = Hy; then r H3- = Hi . Using the decomposition H; @ Hi- of
Viv and the action of r; on Hy, Hi", one can see that a line of Vjy is stable under r; if and only if it is
contained in H; or Hi-. The latter implies that Hs- C Hy, which is equivalent to Hi- 1 Hj", and the
former that Hi- = Hj", which is equivalent to H; = Hs.

Finally, for (3) = (1), both of the conditions H; = Hy or Hi- | Hs imply that r1,r commute. To
see that for the latter, in particular, one may use the decomposition Hy N Hy @ Hi- ® Hy- of Vi and the
actions of ry,7o on Hy N Hy, Hi-, Hs-. O

Lemma 2.6. Let Hyi, Hy be transverse reflecting hyperplanes of W with respective reflections ri,rs.
Then ry,re commute.

Proof. If r1, 2 do not commute, then, by the previous lemma, r1 Hy is different from Hs, as well as Hq,
since r1 Hy = H; would imply that Hy = rlel = H; which contradicts transversality of Hy, Ho. But,
since r1 is the identity on H1 N Hs which is contained in Hs, then r1 Hy contains H; N Hs as well, which
is impossible for Hy, Ho transverse. O

The next two lemmas will be used repeatedly. The first one is [5 Lemma 5.4] and [I7, Lemma 3.1]
and is stated without proof.

Lemma 2.7. Let Hy, Hy be two distinct hyperplanes in some complex vector space, and s a reflection
with reflecting hyperplane H. If sHy = Hs, then Hy N Hy C H. Consequently, if Hi, Hy are transverse
reflecting hyperplanes of a complex reflection group W, then there are no reflections in W mapping H,
to HQ.

Lemma 2.8. Let V be a complex vector space, on which we fix a positive definite hermitian form. If
Hi-, Hs L H*, then a unitary reflection s that maps Hy to Hy leaves H invariant. This is especially
the case when Hy, Ho, H are reflecting hyperplanes of W and Hy, Hy are transverse with H.

Proof. Let H' be the reflecting hyperplane of s. Since sH; = Hs, then, by Lemma [2.7] above, we have

that Hy; N Hy C H' which is equivalent to (H')* C Hi- + Hs . But, since Hi-, H5- are perpendicular to

H*, then so is (H')*. By Lemma 2.5, we have that sH = H. O
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The following lemma will be used only in the very end of this work but we include it here as an
application of the two lemmas above.

Lemma 2.9. Let B ={H;,Hy} and B’ = {H{, H} be two disjoint collections of transverse hyperplanes
of W. Then, there is at most one reflection mapping Hy to H| and Hy to H}.

Proof. Let s be a reflection mapping B to B’ and suppose that sH, = Hj, sHy = H); we will show that
H, is determined by Hy, Ho, Hy, H;. Hence, if s'Hy = sH; and s'Hy = sHs for some reflection s’ then
H, = H,. This implies that both s and s’ are powers of some reflection with hyperplane H and hence
s~ 1s’ is either such a reflection as well or the identity. Since s'Hs = sH», then s~ 's’Hy = H, and so,
if s71s’ # 1, then we have H} | Hs or H, = Ho (Lemma 2.5) implying, in any case, that sHy = Ho
which is a contradiction; so s’ = s.

To show now that H; is uniquely determined, since sHy; = Hj # Hj, then, by Lemma 27 we have
Hy N H{ C Hy and, similarly, Hy N H} C H,. We will show that Hy N H{ # Hs N H) and hence, since
these are subspaces of codimension 1 in H,, we get that H; is generated by them, which yields the result.
So suppose that Hy N H{ = Ho N H) = A. Then, A is contained in H; N Hs and it is of codimension
2 in V, so in fact A = H; N Hy. This yields a contradiction since A is also contained, for example, in
H{ # Hy, Hs, and Hy, Hs are transverse. O

2.3. Classification of complex reflection groups. The following classical result is Theorem 1.27 of
the book [I5] of Lehrer and Taylor.

Theorem 2.10. Every complex reflection group is the product of irreducible complex reflection groups.

This result reduces the study of complex reflection groups to the study of irreducible ones. The latter
were classified in 1954 by Shephard and Todd [21]; they fall into two categories. We give some very
introductory information, which is necessary for our analysis later. As usual, the reader is also referred
to [15].

2.3.1. The infinite series. The infinite series is a 3-parameter family of irreducible complex reflection
groups denoted by G(m,p,n), where m,p,n are positive integers, and p|m. The group G(m,p,n) is the
subgroup of GL(C™) consisting of monomial matrices, i.e. matrices with a unique non-zero entry in every
row and every column, whose non-zero entries lie in U,,, and whose product of entries lies in [U%. The
case where m = p = 1 corresponds to the symmetric group S,, acting on C™ by permuting the standard
basis. It is the only case when its rank is not n but n — 1 (the sum of the vectors of the standard basis
is fixed under this action).

Reflections and hyperplanes of G(m,p,n). Let z1,.. .z, denote the standard coordinates of C"* and

27i

C —em .
(1) for 1 <i# j <n, and k € Z, the reflections (ij), with

The group G(m,p,n) contains at most two classes of distinguished reflections:

(0)e(Z1, oy Ziy ooy Zjy ey 2n) = (21,0, (25,00 (T 20,0, 20)
The reflection (ij), has order 2 and its reflecting hyperplane is
H ={(21,..,2n) € C"|2; = ("2}
When there is no ambiguity as to the system of coordinates, we will say that H/; has equation
z; = ("z;. Note that, (ij)x = (ji)—«, and, if K = ' mod m, then (ij), = (i) . If K = 0 we will
just omit it, and write H;; and (75) for the corresponding hyperplane and reflection, respectively.
(2) if p # m, then for 1 < i < n, the reflections ¢; with

ti(zla e '7Zn> = (Zlv . '7§pzi7 . .,Zn)-
Each t; has order m/p, and its corresponding reflecting hyperplane, which we denote by H;, has
equation z; = 0.

Transversality relations for G(m, p,n). The following lemma, the verification of which is left to the reader,
sums up all the necessary relations of transversality for the groups of the infinite series.

Lemma 2.11. In G(m,p,n),

(1) if i # j, then H; and H; are non-transverse and the reflections that map one to the other (in
any order) are the reflections (ij)x,k € Z;
(2) Hir and Hf; are transverse if and only if i,j # i'; even in the case where i’ € {i, j}, there exist
no reflections mapping one to the other;
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(3) if j1 # j2, then H and H[ are non-transverse and the only reflection mapping one to the
other (in any order) is (J172)ks—r1;

(4) if {ix, j1} N {i2, j2} = 0, then H[; and H%, are transverse;

(5) for (m,p) # (2,2), if i # j, then H;j' and H;? are not transverse and the reflections mapping
the former to the latter are (ij)s, for 26 = K1 + k2 mod m, and t;*~"*,t7*7"' | provided that
Ko — k1 =0 mod p.

(6) if (m,p) = (2,2), then Hi; and H}; are transverse.

2.3.2. The exceptional groups. The exceptional complex reflection groups form a family of 34 exceptional
groups denoted Gy, ..., Gs7 of increasing ranks 2 to 8. They contain the Coxeter groups Hs = Gas, Fy =
Gag, Hy = Gsg, Fg = G35, Br = Gsg, Fs = G37. Here, we present two examples of non-real exceptional
complex reflection groups, to which we will return at the the very end of this article. Again, for a
comprehensive exposition of all exceptional groups, the reader is referred to [I5], where these groups
correspond to the primitive unitary reflection groups.

Example 2.12 (Groups Gag, Ga5). The following description of Gag, Ga5 can be found, in the form of
line systems, in [I5], p.149], where they correspond to the groups generated by the line systems M3 and
L3, respectively (see also the table of page 275 of the same book).

Let 21, 22, 23 denote the standard coordinates of C* and ¢ = e’5". Assume that C3 is equiped with
the standard inner product. The group Gag is the subgroup of GL(C?), generated by the following 3

types of distinguished unitary reflections:

(1) t;,i=1,2,3, with reflecting hyperplanes H; with equation z; = 0, and order 3,
(2) twn, K, A = 0,1,2 with reflecting hyperplanes T}, with equation z; +(*25+(*z3 = 0, and order
3, and
(3) (ig)n, for 1 <i# j <3 and k = 0, 1,2, with reflecting hyperplanes H/; : 2; = ("z;, and order 2.
If kK = 0, we may omit it from the notation.
The group G5 is the subgroup of Gas generated by the reflections of the first two types. One may
notice that reflections of type (1) and (3) generate the group G(3,1, 3) of the infinite series.

3. THE BRAUER-CHEN ALGEBRA

3.1. The definition of the Brauer-Chen algebra. Recall that W is a complex reflection group and
R, H denote its sets of reflections and reflecting hyperplanes, respectively.

Definition 3.1 (Ring of definition). Let § and pus,s € R, be indeterminates, and set p := {yus|s € R}.
The ring of definition of the Brauer-Chen algebra of W is the ring A = Z[p*!, 6% /(s — ps
where ~ denotes conjugation with respect to W.

s~ s,

Definition 3.2 (Definition of the Brauer-Chen algebra). The Brauer-Chen algebra associated to W
is the A-algebra Br(W) generated by the elements of W subject to the group relations, together with
elements ey, H € H, subject to the following relations, where H, Hy, Hy € H and w € W:
(B1) €% = den,

) wegw™! = eun,

) wey =ep, if HC ker(w — 1),
(B4) €H,€H, = €H,€H,, if H1 M H2

)

€, EH, = ZseRHQHHl Wssem,, if Hy i Ho

If R is an A-algebra, we denote the R-algebra R ® 4 Br(W) by Br*(W). When there is no ambiguity as
to R, we will denote the images of § and us,s € R in R with the same letters.

Remark 3.3. With the above convention in mind, Br’® (W) is isomorphic to the R-algebra defined by
the same generators and relations as in the definition.

Remark 3.4. Notice that the condition H C ker(w — 1) of relation (B3) is satisfied either when w =1
or when w is a reflection with reflecting hyperplane H.

Remark 3.5. Applying (B2) to the right hand side of relation (B5) of the above definition we get (B5’):

€H,€H, = €H, ZS€RH2HH1 MsS, if H1 m HQ.

Remark 3.6. It is clear from the definition, that Br(WW) is a quotient of the A-algebra A(H) x W,
where A(H) denotes the free associative A-algebra on H.
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Definition 3.7 (Proper rings of definition). Let R be an A-algebra. We say that R is proper (for W)
if it has all of the following properties.

(P1) R is a domain of characteristic zero,

(P2) Frac(R) has a subfield kg containing (the image in R of) pu, over which every subgroup of W
splits, -

(P3) 4 is transcendental over kg, and Frac(R) is a finite extension of kr(J).

Example 3.8. For any field L of characteristic zero over which every subgroup of W splits (e.g., Q or
C), if Ry is a quotient of L[u*'] /(s — p1sr|s ~ s’) which is a domain, then the ring R = Ro[6*'] is a
proper ring of definition, where, for example, one can choose ki to be the subfield Frac(Ry) of Frac(R).
Two notable choices for Ry are L{u*!] /(s — psr|s ~ s') and its quotient L{p*']/(us — psr|s, s € R).

Remark 3.9. Notice that if R is a proper ring of definition, then so is Frac(R). Also, notice that any
finite extension of a proper field is also a proper field.

4. THE SIMPLE MODULES OF Br’* (W)

4.1. Structure of simple modules. Let W be a complex reflection group and K a proper field for
W. In this subsection we obtain some structural properties that simple modules of the Brauer-Chen
algebra of W satisfy. We show that every simple module of Br (W) restricted to KW is isomorphic to
a module induced by a simple module of the stabilizer in W of a transverse collection. This spells out
the construction of simple modules in the next subsection.

All mentioned modules are finite dimensional. If it is not clear why a constructed module is finite
dimensional, we will give an explicit argument.

For a collection of transverse hyperplanes B we will denote by ep the element ], .5 en of Brf (W);
this product is well defined since ey, ey commute for transverse H, H'. If B is empty, then we assume
that eg = 1.

Remark 4.1. By relation (B2) of Br’ (W), it is clear that for w € W we have wepw ™' = e, p.

Remark 4.2. Since we can rearrange the factors in ep, we have the following multiplication property
(see also Definition B:2). If H € B, then egep = dep (rearrange the factors of e so that ey is first). If
H B, then BU{H} is a collection of transverse hyperplanes and egep = epugpy. Finally, if H ff H'
for some H' € B, then egep = ZseanH ussep (rearrange the factors of ep so that ep: is first). With
a symmetric argument we can obtain a similar result for the product egey, with the only difference
arising in the last case, where we get epey = ep ZsGRHHm s (see Remark B.5]).

Definition 4.3. Let V be a Br (W)-module and B a transverse collection. The collection B will be
called V-maximal if it is maximal with the property that eV # 0. The subspace egV will be denoted
by VB.

Remark 4.4. By Remark 1] one can see that for w € W we have V,,p = wVp and since the elements
w are automorphisms of V', any conjugate of a V-maximal collection is again V-maximal.

Remark 4.5. Notice that if the empty collection is V-maximal, this means that eV = 0 for all H € H.

Lemma 4.6. Let V be a Br™ (W)-module and B a V-mazimal collection. Then, for all v € Vg and
H ¢ H we have:

ov, if H € B,
(1) eqgv =1 0, if HM B,
Yoser,, , Mssv, HfHHH' H €B

Proof. Since Vg = eV, the verification of the formula is immediate from Remark O

We will show that if V' is simple, then it is the direct sum of the subspaces Vp for B in some orbit
of V-maximal collections. Before that, we establish existence of a degree on a KW-module V', which
will be very useful for the rest of this subsection. Recall from Definition 3.7 that K contains a field kg
containing the parameters p, and over which all subgroups of W split. Also, K is a finite extension of
kx ().
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Lemma 4.7. Let V be a ki ()W -module. Then, there is a degree map deg:V — Z U {—o0} such that
deg d'v = degv + [ and degaxv < degv for allv € V and x € kxW. Also, degv = —oo if and only if
v =0.

Proof. We define the degree of a rational function in § to be the degree of its numerator minus the degree
of its denominator; this does not change if we choose different expressions of the same rational function.
It is also clear that this degree satisfies the properties described in the statement.

Let V be a ki (§)W-module. Since W splits over kx, there exists a kxW-form of V|, namely a kxW-
submodule V' of V' such that the natural homomorphism kg (§) ®x, V' — V is an isomorphism (in fact,
this is true for any field kg, for a proof see [I8, Lemma 5.1]). Let v1,...,v, be a basis of V’. Then,
the aforementioned degree map on kg () can be extended to kg (0) @, V' setting deg(>_1' A @ v;) =
max{deg\;,;i =1,...,n} forall Ay,..., A, € kx(d). This degree satisfies the properties of the statement.

To verify that degav < wv for all v € V,z € kg W, notice that multiplication on V' by elements of kg
does not raise the degree and that the action of a w € W on V with respect to the basis 1®wv1,...,1®v,
is given by a matrix with coefficients in kg since V' is a kx W -module. [l

Definition 4.8. Let V be a Br® (W)-module and B an orbit under the action of W on V-maximal
collections. The sum of the subspaces Vp, B € B will be denoted V3.

Proposition 4.9. Let V be a Br’ (W)-module and B an orbit of V-mazimal collections. Then,
(1) Vg = &pesVb,
(2) for any B € B, the set Stab(Vg) := {w € W|wVp = Vp} coincides with Stab(B) (recall that
Stab(B) denotes the stabilizer of B in W );
(8) Vi is a Br™ (W)-submodule of V, and Resgw (Vs) = Indﬁ‘évtab(B)(VB).

Proof. On V', which is naturally a finite dimensional kg (6)W-module (recall that K is a finite extension
of kk (), we fix a degree as in Lemma [E7l Let v = ) 5.z vp, with vp € Vi and suppose that v = 0.
Fix a hyperplane H. The element ey acts as multiplication by § on vp if H € B, and by some element
of kx W otherwise, according to Lemma (.6

Since v = 0, we have that ZBE&HEB vp = — ZBE&H%B vp. In particular, the degrees of the two
sides are equal. Suppose that both sides are non zero. On the left hand side, ey acts by § and hence
raises the degree by 1, while on the right hand side, acting by some element of kxW on every vp with
H ¢ B, it does not raise its degree which leads to a contradiction. So the two sides should be equal to 0
meaning that v = EBGB,HGB vp = 0. Doing the same, now for all H in some fixed collection B € B, we
get that vp is zero. So, vg = 0 for all B € B.

Property (1) implies especially that the subspaces Vp are distinct, which implies (2).

From (1) and (2), it is clear that the KW-module Vgep = ®5Vp (Definition .]) is isomorphic to the
induced KW-module Ind?g/tab(B)(VB), for any B € B. Also, by Lemma 6] every element of Br’ (W)

acts on each Vp as some element of KT, which implies that Vg is, in fact, a Br (W)-submodule of
V. O

Remark 4.10. Note that the Br™ (W)-submodule Vi is completely determined by the K Stab(B)-
module Vp: as a KW-module it is induced by Vp, and Lemma gives the action of the elements
en, H € H. We construct all such modules in the next subsection.

Lemma 4.11. Let V be a Br™ (W)-module and B an orbit of V -mazimal collections, such that V = V.
Then, for every transverse collection C, we have ecV = @pep,ccaVr. In particular, ecV # 0 if and
only if C C B for some B € B.

Proof. From Equation [ of Lemma one can see that for any H and B’ € B we have egVp C
@BeB,HepVB. We also see that ey acts as multiplication by é on @ pep, nepVp. So, since V = @pepVp/,
then ey V = ®pep,nepVp. Now, if Hy, Hy are transverse, then eg, ey, V = ey, V Ney,V. To see why
this is, recall that ep,,en, commute since Hq, Hy are transverse (Definition B.2). This implies that
emem,V C em,V Ney,V. On the other hand, since both ep,,eqy, act on ey, V Ney,V as scalar
multiplcation by J, we obtain that er, V Nem,V C eg,em, V, which yields equality of the two subspaces.
Hence,

(2) ecV = Nuec(®pes,nesVB) = ®BeB,ccBVE



Corollary 4.12. Let V be a Br™ (W)-module and B an orbit of V -mazimal collections such that V = V.
Then, B is the only orbit of V-mazimal collections.

Proof. By Lemma [ T1] ecV # 0 if and only if C C B for some B € B. Hence, if C is V-maximal, then
CeB. O

Proposition 4.13. Let V be a BrK(W)-module and B an orbit of V-mazximal collections. Then V is
simple if and only if V. = Vg and Vg is a simple K Stab(B)-module for all B € B. In this case, it is
absolutely irreducible.

Proof. The proof follows the lines of [I8, Proposition 5.4].

By Definition the subspace Vp and, hence, the BrK(W)—submodule Vi of V are non-zero. So, if
V is simple, then V' = V. Furthermore, if V) is a proper and non-zero K Stab(B)-submodule of Vg for
some B € B, then, since every ey acts on every Vg as an element of KW (Lemma [4.0]), the subspace
Dwewy Stab(B)wVé is stable under ey and is, hence, a proper and non-zero Br (W)-submodule of V.
So, if V is a simple Br’ (W)-module, then V3 is a simple K Stab(B)-module for all V-maximal B.

For the converse, let V' be a BrK(W)-module such that V' = Vg. Again, V is naturally a finite
dimensional kg (§)W-module; fix, hence, a degree on V as in Lemma 7]

Suppose that Vg is a simple K Stab(B)-module for some B and let v € Vp\{0}. Then K Stab(B)v =
Vg, and so Br(W)v contains Br™ (W)VA = V. We will show that for every non zero v € V, there
exists B € B such that egv # 0. As a consequence, Br’ (W)v contains an element of some Vg, in which
case, as we just showed, Br™ (W)v = V.

Let v € V\{0} and write v = ) 5.z vp where vp € Vp (recall that V' = Vj). Let vp, be a term of
highest degree. If ep,v = 0, then:

€ByVBy = — E €ByUB-
BeB\{Bo}

Now, since v, is nonzero, the left hand side is equal to §/P°lvp, and has a degree of |By| + degvp, #
—o00. Since, for B # By, ep,vp has a degree of at most degvg + |Bo| — 1, we see that the degree of the
right hand side is strictly smaller than the one on the left, leading to a contradiction. So, ep,v # 0 and,
hence, Br(W)v =V.

For the absolute irreducibility, suppose that V' is simple; hence, V' = Vg and Vp is a simple K Stab(B)-
module for all B € B. We need to show that, for any algebraic extension K’ of K, the Br I(W)—module
V' := K' @k V is simple; it suffices to consider finite extensions. Recall, first of all, that every finite
extension of a proper field (Definition B.7)) is again a proper field, so the part of the statement we just
proved holds for K’ as well, i.e. if B is an orbit of V’'-maximal collections such that V' =V} and V} is
a simple K’ Stab(B)-module for some B € B, then V' is simple.

First of all, for all ey we have ey V' = ey (K' @ V) = K’ ®x egV and, hence, egV’' = K' @ egV.
From this it is clear that B is an orbit of V’-maximal collections as well, and that V}, = K’ ® x Vp for
all B € B. Since V = Vg = ®pecgVp, then V’ decomposes as V' = &peg(K’ ®k Vi), and the latter
is equal to Vi by the previous comment. Furthermore, since Vg is a simple K Stab(B)-module and K
already contains kg, over which Stab(B) splits, then V}, = K’ @k V}; is a simple K’ Stab(B)-module.

Hence, V' is a simple BrK,(W)—module. O

Proposition 4.14. Let V, V' be two Br™ (W)-modules with respective orbits of mazimal collections B, B’,
such that V- = Vg and V' = Vj,. Then V and V' are isomorphic if and only if B = B' and Vg, V} are
isomorphic K Stab(B)-modules for some (hence, for all) B € B.

Proof. Let B be a collection of transverse hyperplanes. If the Br™ (W)-modules V and V"’ are isomorphic,
then egV # 0 if and only if egV’ # 0, which, by Lemma .11} implies that B = B’. Now if B € B, it is
clear that a Br™ (W)-isomorphism V' — V’ induces a K Stab(B)-isomorphism Vg = egV — egV’ = V.

Conversely, as mentioned in Remark the K Stab(B)-module Vg completetely determines the
Br® (W)-module Vg. So, if Vi, V), are isomorphic K Stab(B)-modules, for some B, then V,V’ are
isomorphic Br’ (W )-modules. O

The above result implies that simple Br’ (W)-modules can be parametrized up to conjugacy by certain
pairs (B, V) where B is a collection of transverse hyperplanes and V' is a simple K Stab(B)-module. In
the next subsection, we describe the pairs that give rise to simple BrX (W)-modules.
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4.2. Construction of simple modules of Br®(W). This subsection contains the construction of
simple modules, as dictated by the results of the previous subsection, starting with a collection B of
transverse hyperplanes and a module V of its stabilizer. The modules Vg are a prototype for this
construction. The pairs (B, V') that give rise to such modules are called “admissible”. We also obtain a
characterization of these pairs which will be useful for direct calculation.

4.2.1. Admissibility. For an element y of some KW-module, let Anngw (y) := {& € KW|zy = 0} be
the annihilator of y inside KW. Recall that C denotes the set of collections of transverse hyperplanes.

Definition 4.15 (Admissibility). Let (B, V) be a pair consisting of a collection B of transverse hy-
perplanes and a K Stab(B)-module V and let V denote the image of V inside the induced module
Indﬁlg/tab(B) V. The pair (B, V) will be called K-admissible, or just admissible when there is no ambi-
guity as to the field K, if Anngw(ep) - V=0 (here ep is considered as an element of the KW -module
Br’(W)). If there is at least one admissible pair (B, V) with V # 0, then the collection B will be called

K-admissible, or just admissible. The set of K-admissible collections will be denoted by Clﬁm.

Remark 4.16. One can see that if B is the empty collection, then all pairs (B, V) where V is a KW-
module are K-admissible.

Definition 4.17. For Hy, Hy, H € H, we define the following element of Z[u|W:

agh&:: Z feS — Z sS.

SERH,—H SERHy—H

For B € C and H € H, we define the set
S5 = {0}, u,|H1,Hs € B,H,Hy i H}.
Finally, we define the sets
Yp = UnenXh and Rel(B) := (Rp —1)UZp,
where Rp := {r € R|H, € B} and Rp — 1 ={r — 1|r € Rp}.

Remark 4.18. One can see that woff, gw™' = oW ,p, for all w € W and Hy, Hy, H € H. Fur-
thermore, Hy, Ho (f H if and only if wH;,wH, (f wH. This implies that wXpw™' = X,5. It is also
straightforward to verify the same property for the set R — 1, which yields w Rel(B)w™! = Rel(wB).

Lemma 4.19. Let B € C. Then, Rel(B) C Anngw(ep)

Proof. By defining relation (B3) of Br (W), we have that rey, = eg,, for all r € R. So, if r €
Rp, then rearranging the factors of ep so that ep, comes first, we get that reg = ep. This gives
the inclusion Rp — 1 C Anngw(ep). Now, recall that if H' € B is non-transverse with H, then
eHeR = ZSG'R’H/%H ussep (Remark [L2). Hence, for Hi, Hy € B non-transverse with H, we have
ogl 0,68 = egep —egep = 0, ie. Ugl 1, € Anngw(ep). This gives the inclusion ¥p C Anngw (ep),
which concludes the proof. , (I
4.2.2. The construction of the Br' (W)-module (B|V). For the rest of this subsection, we fix By € C and
a K Stab(Bg)-module Vj with the only assumption that Rel(By)Vy = 0.

Let B be the orbit of By, and set V' := Indf‘évtab(Bo) Vo. Then, V is the direct sum of the subspaces
wVp, w € W. Since wVj depends only on the left coset w Stab(By), or, equivalently, the collection wBy,
we denote it by VB, where B = wBy. In particular, Vo = VBo, So, we have V = @V B.

Since Rel(Bo)VO = 0, by conjugation, we have Rel(B)V? = 0 for all B € B. Now notice that for every
H € H, the relations X2 - VP = 0 imply that we can define an operator ey 5 on V2 by:

ov, if H € B,
(3) eu,BV := <0, if HM B,

Yoser,, ., Mssv, i H  H',H' € B.
Since V = ®pepV P, this extends to an operator ey on V, whose restriction on each V' equals ey g,
for every H € H. We will show that this makes V a Br® (W)-module. Before that, we have two rather

technical but very useful lemmas. For B’ € B let E(If,) be the projection of €y onto VB/7 ie. forve VB,
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oppr - OV, if H € B,
(4) By =0, if H B,
ZSGRH/ o HsSU, if H @ H  H € B,
where dpp: is the Kronecker delta for B, B’, i.e. 0 or 1 if B # B’ and B = B’, respectively.

Lemma 4.20. Let B, B’ € B be such that Rp_p # 0, and let H, H' be distinct hyperplanes belonging
to B, B’ respectively. Then, H th H' if and only if H or H' belongs to BN B’.

Proof. Let s € Rp_p', and suppose that H' ¢ B. If H m H’, then by Lemma 27 Ry_.p = 0, and
hence, sH # H'. So, H' = sH" for some H"” € B other than H. Now, since H”, H' h H and sH" = H’',
then, by Lemma 2.8 we have H = sH € B’.

Conversely, if H € B’, and H # H’, then, of course, H th H'. O
Lemma 4.21. Let B, B’ € B, and H' € H, such that H' (i B. Then, for all v € VE, we have
1
EHIV = Z 7|B\SB|'U/‘SS,U,
sER,H' €sB
and )
B/
e v =Smep - Z BB
SERp_, pr
where dgrep 15 1 if H' € B’ and 0 otherwise. Finally, if Hy, Hy € B’ are non-transverse with B, then

ngll)v = ng;,)v.
Proof. For every H € B such that H ff H’, of which, by assumption, there is at least 1, we have
eV = ZSERH s PsSU. So, if we denote by N(H’, B) the number of H € B, H i H', we get

1
Eg'V = m . Z MsSU,
seER,H' €sB

and Lemma .20 implies that N(H', B) = |B\sB|, for any s € R such that sB contains H'.
So,

1
EHIV = Z mﬂss’l)
sER,H'€sB

Taking the projection of the two sides onto the subspace vE gives:

(B, _ 1 _ , !
€gr V= Z |B\SB|,U'SS’U*5H’€B/ Z |B\B,|,u‘ssvv
sERp_, g, H €sB SERp_, p/
with the convention that if B = B’ (in which case 1/|B\B’| is not defined), since H' € B, i.e. dgrep =0,
the last expression equals 0.
Finally, if Hy, H> € B’ are not transverse with B, then, applying the last equality for H;, Ho gives:

(B)), _ 1 _ (B)
EHl v = Z W}J/SS’U —EH2 V.

SERp_,p/

O

Theorem - Definition 4.22. Mapping eg — g, H € H makes V a Br™ (W)-module, i.e. the operators
ey satisfy the defining relations of Br™ (W):

(B1) €% = deq,

(B2) wegw™ = eym,

(B3) weg =eq, if H C ker(w — 1),

(34) €H.EHy = €EHLEHy 5 Zf Hl M HQ;

(B5) €H1€H2 = ZseRHzﬂHl ‘LLSSEHW ’Lf Hl f/ﬁ HQ,
for allw € W and Hy, Ho, H € H. The Br™ (W)-module V is denoted (Bo|Vo) (we remind that the pair
(Bo, Vo) is such that Rel(Bo)Vy = 0).
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Proof. Notice, first of all, that the definition of ey implies that ey V C ®pep.uesV?. In fact, since ey
acts as multiplication by § on V2 if H € B, we have eV = ®pep uepV?, and we also get the first
relation.

For (B2), we verify that it holds on each V7; this suffices, since V.= ®pegVPB. Let B € B,v € VB
and w € W. There are three cases to consider. For the first, let wH € B, which implies that £, gv = dv.
Then H € w™!'B, and since w™lv € walB, we have we yw™1v = wey (w™tv) = wow™tv = v = g, yv.
For the second, let wH t B implying that e,gv = 0. Then, H h w=!B, and, since w=lv € V¥ B,
we have weyw™ v = wey(w™tv) = 0 = g,yv. Finally, for the third case, let wH be non-transverse
with some H' € B. Hence, e, qv = ZsGRquH tssv. Now, H is non-transverse with w™'H’' € w™'B

and, computing as before, we have weyw™'v = Y oser wsw tswv. As s runs through R, -1 5
w
1

~l1H/'H
the element wsw™! runs through R, ,m; also, by their definition ps = flygp-1. S0, wegw lv =

ZseRquH [hsSU = EHU.

For (B3), if H C ker(w—1), and w # 1, then w is a reflection with hyperplane H. Now w—1 € Rp—1
for every B € B containing H,, = H, and, since Rp — 1 is contained in Rel(B), which, by assumption,
annihilates V', then (w—1)VB = 0. Since e gV = @ pep nesV?, this gives (w—1)ey = 0, or wey = ep.

For (B5), if Hy i Ho, then, for every B € B containing Hy and v € VB, we have EHU =
ZseRylﬁHZ pssv. Since e,V = @ pep. eV P, the property follows.

We show now (B4), i.e. eg,en, = em,en, if Hy th Ha, proving the relation on VB for every B € B.
For the rest of the proof, fix a B € B and a v € VEB. We distinguish four cases. The proof of the first
three is relatively short.

(1) Hy € B, which implies that eg,v = év. If Hy h B or Hy € B, then eg,v = 0 or dv, respectively;
in any case, it commutes with €p,. So suppose that Hy is non-transverse with some H € B,
which implies that eg,v = ZSERH%HZ pssv. Now, since H, Ho M Hy, then, by Lemma 28] for
all s € Rg_.pm,, we have Hy = sH; € sB. Since sv € V*F, this implies that ez, (sv) = sv for
all s € Ry m,, and, hence, ep,em,v = 62567311%112 WsSU = 51,00 = EH,EH, V.

(2) Hy i B, which implies that eg,v = 0. As before, if Hy h B or Hy € B, then eg,v = 0 or dv,
respectively, and ey, ,ep, commute.

So, suppose Hy i H € B, and, hence, eg,v = ZSERHﬁHZ 1ssv. As before, by Lemma 2.8
since H, Hy th Hy, if s € Ry—p,, then sHy = Hy, which implies that H; = sH; M sB. Hence,
EHIVSB =0, for all s € Ry m,, and, so, e, ep,v =0 =€q,eq,0.

(3) There are Hi, H, € B, such that Hj is non-transverse with H; but transverse with Hs, and
H) is non-transverse with Hy but transverse with H;. Then, eg,v = ZsengHI tssv and

EH,V = 28671;;5%@ pssv. Again, by Lemma .8 since H{, Hy th Hj, if s € Ry, . p,, then

H) = sH} € sB, and, so, eg,sv =Y s s'sv. Hence,

’
S
ER - m,

’
EHLEH, UV = E s fbsr S8’ V.
SER [y

S,ERHé%Hz
With the same reasoning, we obtain the same result for e, em,v.

So now, we can assume that there is H € B non-transverse with both H; and Hs. To lighten the
notation, for the rest of the proof, s and s’ will always denote reflections, and we will omit mentioning
5,8 € R, which will be assumed for every sum. Also, for H' € H let By: be the set of elements of B
that contain H’. We will be using the results of Lemma H.2]] repeatedly. The rest of the proof is rather
long but most of it is a detailed regrouping of certain sums. We have:

1 Y Hs' s ’
U N DR v D DI v RSP DT v [Py R
SBGBHl SBGBHl ﬂBHZ SBEBHl \BH2
s/sBEBH1 ﬂBHZ
= Z L sV 4 Xqv
- |B\SB| IU’S 1Y,

SBEBHl ﬂBHZ

fp— Mt Ps / . .
where %1 := Y sBEBu, \Bu, THGBIsBwsBS 5 Similarly, we compute,
S/SBEBH1 I'WBH2
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1)
EH,EH,U = E musquLEQv,
SBEBHlﬂBHZ

where ¥y := 37 sBEBs,\Br, W‘S/S' The first term in both sums being the same, we need to

S/SBEBHI I'WBH2

show that ¥jv = 3av. For convenience, let f(s',s) := %s’s, which makes sense as long as
B # sB and sB # s'sB.

The following rearrangement of 31 just amounts to writing B, \Bu, = B, \(Bm, "B, ) while adding
the condition s’sB # sB, which is true for the set of summation of X1, but not for the following sums.
We have:

Si= ) [ = Y fhe - Y fEe) =85 > flshe),

SBEBHI\BHQ SBGBHl SBEBHIQBHZ SBEBHIQBH2
SISBEBH1 ﬂBHZ S/SBEBHII'TBH2 S/SBEBHII'TBH2 S/SBEBH1 ﬂBHZ
s'sB#sB s'sB#sB s'sB#sB

where S1 := Y sBEBy, f(s',s), and, in the same way ¥o = Sy — > sBEBy, NBr, f(s',s), where
S/SBEBHII'TBH2 s/sBEBHlﬂBHZ
s'sB#sB s'sB#sB
Sy 1= Z sBEBH, f(sla S)-
SISBEBH1 ﬂBHZ
s'sB#sB

Again, the second terms of the final expressions for X1, Y5 are the same, and, so, it suffices to show
that S;v = Ssv. We have:

Slv _ Z Hs! s S/S’U _ Z Ms'S . s v
! ’
BB, |B\sB||sB\s'sB| BB, |sB\s'sB| |B\sB]|
S/SBEBH1 ﬂBHZ S/SBEBH1 ﬂBHZ
s'sB#sB s'sB#sB

Now, we regroup the reflections s in the last sum with respect to the set sB, introducing the variable
b = sB. We have:

S ol D S L ST Bl B AL
1V = : - .
, b\ sb| |B\b| |b\s'b| ’
bGBHl s bGBHl ﬁBHZ sB=b bGBHl S,bGBHl ﬂBHZ sH=H1,sB=b
s'b#b s'b#b

D DL S R UL S
|b\s'b|"* |sB\s'sB|"*

beBH, sH=H; sH=H;

sB=b s'sBEBy, NBu
s'sBeBy, NBH, s’sB;élsB ’
s'btb

Again, we just perform two regroupings of the terms in the last sum with respect to the sets s'sB =t/
and s~ = b":

/
Sw= Y > 7|5]§\Sb/|ussv = > > Y |u§\sb/ [hs SV

Y €By, NBr, sH=H; v B, NBy, b €B sH=H,

sB#Y sB;éb/
s'sB=b" sb' =b’
s'sB=b

PSRN S DI

b’EBHlﬂBH v'eB sH=H,
b #£B 5b//—b/
s'sB=b"
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For the passage to the last sum, since in the innermost summation, the third condition is sb” = ¥,
then the second condition, i.e. sB # b’ becomes b’ # B, which we can take out to the second sum as we
did in the last expression. In the same way for S, we get:

(5) Sw= Y. > X |sg\5b, posv

b'eBp,NBu, b’cB sH=H>
b/ £B sb=b
s'sB=b"

Now, since in both expressions the first and second summations are the same, it is enough to show
that the innermost sums are equal; i.e. that for all ¥’ € By, N By,, and b € B with b” # B, we have

pss’ fs s’
IR T,
=, |sB\b'| =i, |sB\b'|

s'sB=b’ s'sB=b"

(6)

Notice first that, on both sides, if the summation is not empty, then H € b”. Now, we take the
left-hand side, and see that

1 1 1 1
Z |SB\b,|Ms s HsSU = Z |SB\b,|Ms HsS ( S/S)U = Z Wﬂaﬂssav

sH= sH=H{
b//_b/ b//_b/ b =b’
s'sB=b s'sB=b" aB=b"
E HsS § |B\b,, = E MsSVo
sH=H; aB=b" sH=H;
sb//:b/ Sb//:b/

where vg = > 5 4 TB?%’U For the passage to the second line, when s’ runs through all reflections that

take sB to b, then a = s~'s’s runs through all reflections mapping B to b’; also, tq = ps, since a and
s’ are conjugate, and |sB\V/| = |[s~1sB\s~1V'| = |B\b"|.
Correspondingly, the right-hand side of Equation (6] equals > sm—m, pssvo.

sb"' =b
Now, notice that vg € V*" and recall that H € b”. So, by Lemma E21] > sH=H, [sSUy = E(Hb )vo
sb"' =b’
which, by the same lemma equals 5&32 )vo =Y sH—H, [tsSVo, since H € 1" is not transverse with H;, Hs.
Sb//:b/
This concludes the proof. O

Proposition 4.23. If V) # 0, then the transverse collection By is a (BO‘VO)—ma:Eimal collection, for
which (BOIVO)B 2K Stab(By) Vo- Furthermore, (BOIVO) = (BO‘VO)B (see Definition[{.8).

Proof. The element ey acts on (BO‘VO) as €, and, as we remarked in the beginning of the proof of
the previous proposition, EH(B()|V0) = ®pep.uepVP. Now since ey,,ey, commute for Hy M Ha,
then, for any B’ € C, we have eBr(BO|V0) = ﬁHeB/eH(BO‘VO) = @®pes.pcpVP. In particular, for
B € B we have eB(B0|V0) = VB, and, so eBO(B0|V0) = VB =V, 2K Stab(Bo) Vo- Also, for all
B’ € B such that By C B' we get ep/(By|Vp) = 0, which implies that By is (Bo|Vp)-maximal. Finally,
(Bo|Vo) = ®BeVE = ®pen(Bo|Vo)s = (Bo|Vo)s. a

Remark 4.24. One can see from the above proposition and Remark [L.16] that if By is the empty
collection, this construction turns all K W-modules into Br’ (W)-modules where all ez, H € H act as
Zero.

4.3. Conclusions. In this subsection, we combine the results of Subsections [£.1] and and obtain the
classification of simple Br’ (W)-modules.

Proposition 4.25. Let B € C and V a K Stab(B)-module. Then there exists a Br™ (W)-module V' with
mazimal collection B and such that V} is a K Stab(B)-module isomorphic to V if and only if (B, V) is
admissible. Furthermore, (B,V) is admissible if and only if Rel(B)V = 0.

Proof. If (B,V) is admissible, i.e. Anngw(es)V = 0, then, since Rel(B) C Anngw(ep), we get

that Rel(B)V = 0. In that case, the Br’ (W)-module (B|V) satisfies the properties of the statement,

by Proposition 123 Conversely, suppose that a module V', as in the first statement, exists. Since
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Vg = eV, then Anngw(ep)Vp = 0, and, since Vg C Vi = @yewy stan(z)wVB, where B is the W-orbit
of B (Proposition E3), then Anngw (ez)Vs = 0. Since Vg and V are isomorphic as K Stab(B)-modules,
we have Anngyw (ep)V = 0, and, hence (B, V) is admissible.

For the second part of the statement, since Rel(B) C Anngw (eg), then if (B, V) is admissible we
have Rel(B)V = 0. For the converse, if Rel(B)V = 0, then the module (B|V) satisfies the properties of

the statement, and hence (B, V) is admissible. O

Proposition {23 tells us that the module (B ‘V) satisfies the conditions for most of the results of
Subsection ET1

Proposition 4.26. Let (B,V) be an admissible pair. Then the Br’ (W)-module (B‘V) is simple (in
which case it is, also, absolutely irreducible) if and only if V' is a simple K Stab(B)-module.

Proof. By Proposition 223, the Br™ (W)-module (B‘V) satisfies the conditions of Proposition [4.13] and
the result follows from the latter proposition. (I

Proposition 4.27. Let V be a BrK(W)—module, and B an orbit of V-mazimal collections. Then, the
pair (B, Vg) is admissible and the Br™ (W)-module Vj is isomorphic to (B|Vg), for every B € B. As a
consequence, V' contains a module isomorphic to (B|VB).

Proof. Proposition 225 implies that the pair (B, V) is admissible. Now, both modules Vi and (B‘VB)
satisfy the conditions of Proposition T4 (the latter by Proposition £.23), which implies the result. O
The next theorem may be considered as the central result of this section. When we say that two pairs
(B,V),(B',V') are conjugate, we mean that there is w € W such that wB = B’ and also wpyw™" is
isomorphic to py-, where py, py are the representations corresponding to V, V', respectively.

Theorem 4.28 (Simple modules of Br™ (W)). The simple Br™ (W)-modules are the modules (B|V)
where (B,V) is an admissible pair and V a simple K Stab(B)-module; they are, in that case, abso-
lutely irreducible. Two such Br’ (W)-modules (B|V) and (B'|V’) (in fact, not necessarily simple) are
isomorphic if and only if (B,V) and (B’',V') are conjugate.

Proof. By Proposition EL13, a Br (W)-module V” is simple and, in fact, absolutely irreducible, if and
only if V' = Vj for an orbit B of V’-maximal collections and V}; is a simple K Stab(B)-module for some
B € B. Propositions .27 and [.26] yield, now, the first part of the theorem.

For the second statement, since, by Proposition 23] the Br’ (W)-module (B‘V), for any admissible
pair (B, V) satisfies the conditions of Proposition T4 the result follows from the latter proposition. O

Corollary 4.29. If (B,V) is an admissible pair, then, counting V' up to K Stab(B’)-isomorphism, there
are exactly W/istab(B)| admissible pairs (B',V') for which (B'|V’) = (B|V).

Proof. This is implied by the second statement of the above theorem. (I

Proposition 4.30. Let B be a transverse collection and Vi, i € I be K Stab(B)-modules. Let V = ®;c1V;
Then, (B,V) is admissible if and only if (B,V;) is admissible for all i € I, in which case:

(7) (B|V) = @ier(B|Vi).

In particular, if V; is simple for all i € I, then the above sum gives the decomposition of (B‘V) into
simple Br' (W)-modules.

Proof. Verifying that “(B,V) is admissible if and only if each (B,V;) is”, is straighforward using the
definition. By Proposition @23, B is a (B|V;)-maximal collection and (B|V;)p = V;. Again, one can
see that B is also @;er(B|Vi)-maximal, and ®ic1(B|V;)s = e5(®icr(B|Vi)) = Gicren(B|Vi) & @ierVi.
Since this is the case for (B}V) as well, the isomorphism (7)) is implied by Proposition T4 O

5. SEMISIMPLICITY

In this section, we show that the Brauer-Chen algebra is split-semisimple over any proper field (Def-
inition B77). We obtain a lower bound for the dimension of Br™ (W), given the simple modules we
constructed in the previous section, after a necessary analysis on admissibility, which will be extensively
used for all that will follow. Next we find an adequate upper bound for the dimension, and prove that the
algebra is semisimple. Finally, we give a decomposition of the simple modules of Br’ (W) with respect
to the Brauer-Chen algebra of a parabolic subgroup.
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5.1. Analysis of admissibility. For thi§ subsection, we fix a transverse collection B € C. Recall that
for a K Stab(B)-module V' we denote by V its image in the induced KW-module Ind?g/tab(B) (V). Also,
W/ Stab(B) will denote a set of left coset representatives of Stab(B) in W.

Definition 5.1. For w € W, let 7, be the projection KW — wK Stab(B) with respect to the decomposi-
tion KW = @rewy stab(pyw' K Stab(B), ie. if v =), .,y Anh € KW, then my, () := ZhewStab(B) Anh.

Remark 5.2. Suppose that B’ € B and denote by 7/, the corresponding projection KW — wkK Stab(B’).

One can verify that if w'B = B’, then w/m, (z)(w') " = wiu,w(w/),l(w’x(w’)_l), for all z € KW.

Lemma 5.3. Let V be a K Stab(B)-module and & € KW. Then 2V = 0 is equivalent to my(x)V = 0

for allw € W, or to w™my,(2)V =0 for all w € W (the last expression makes sense since w™'m,(z) €
K Stab(B)).
Proof. This is immediate from the decomposition Indﬁvsvtab(B)(V) = Qwew/ Stab(B)wV. O

Recall that a pair (B, V) is admissible if Anngw (eg) -V = 0, or equivalently, by Proposition 28] if

Rel(B)V = 0. Based on the above lemma, we obtain alternative characterisations of admissibility. We
group them all together in Proposition 5.8 after establishing some terminology.

Definition 5.4. We define the following sets:

Anngw (B) := Z Tw(Anngw (en)), Rel(B) := Uyewmw(Rel(B)),
weW

Anng sean(p) (B) == Z w T, (Anngw (ep))
weW
Remark 5.5. In view of Remark[5.2] the properties w Anngw (eg)w™! = Anngw (€,) and wRel(B)w™! =
Rel(wB) imply that conjugation by W on the above sets commutes with the action of W on C, i.e., for

example, w Anngw (B)w™! = Anngw (wB).
Lemma 5.6. For all w,w' € W,s € Stab(B) and x € KW, we have T, (w'zs) = w'm (-1, (2)s.
Proof. Let x =), .y Awh € KW and w,w’ € W, s € Stab(B). We have

Tw(w'zs) = my <Z )\hwhs> = Z Mw' hs = Z Mw' hs = wlﬂ(w,)qw(z)s

hew w’hs€w Stab(B) he(w’) ™ w Stab(B)
(]

Proposition 5.7. The set Anngw (B) is a left KW -ideal which is also stable under right multiplication
by Stab(B). The set Anng san(p)(B) is a two-sided K Stab(B)-ideal. Finally, we have

Anngw (B) = @wew/ stab(B)W ANk stan(B) (B)-

Proof. The annihilator Anngw (ep) is a left ideal of KW stable under right multiplication by Stab(B);
together with Lemma above, this implies the first statement.
For the second statement, by the same lemma, for w € W and s, s’ € Stab(B) we have

sw i, (Anngw (eg))s’ = ms(sw™ Anngw (eg)s’).
Summing over all w € W, since sw™! Anngw(ep)s’ = Anngw (ep), we get that Anng Stab(B) 1s stable
under left and right multiplication with Stab(B).
Finally, in the same way, for all w’ € W we have w'w ™ m, (Anngw (eg)) = muw (w'w™! Anngw (eg)).
Again, since w'w™! Anngw (ep) = Anngw (ep), summing over all w, w’ € W yields that
W - Anng stab(p) (B) = Anngw (B).
Since Anng sean(p)(B) lies inside K Stab(B), this implies that

Anngw (B) = @uew/ stab(B)W ANk stan(B) (B).

Proposition 5.8. Let V be a K Stab(B)-module. The following statements are equivalent:

(1) (B,V) is admissible, i.e., Anngw(ep)V =0,
(2) ADDKw(B)V = 0,
16



(8) Anng StAab(B)(B)V =

(4) Rel(B)V =0,
(5) Rel(B)V = 0.

Proof. As mentioned earlier, the equivalence of assertions (1) and (4) is given by Proposition
Lemma [5.3] yields the equivalences (1) < (2) < (3) and (4) < (5). O

Corollary 5.9. The following statements are equivalent:
(1) B is admissible,

(2) Anng sian(p)(B) # K Stab(B),
(3) Anan(B) 7& KW

Proof. The equivalence of (2) and (3) is immediate from the definitions of Anng gian(5)(B) and Anngw (B)
and (1)< (2) is implied by the equivalence (1)< (3) of Proposition 5.8l O

The following proposition provides an explicit relation of Anngw (B) and Anng giab(p)(B) with the
sets Rel(B), Rel(B).

Proposition 5.10. Let I denote the two-sided ideal of K Stab(B) generated by the union of the sets
wtmy, (Rel(B)), w € W (for this proposition only). Then,

(1) Anng seanp)(B) =1,

(2) Aungesian(s) (B) = m(KW - Rel(B)),

(3) Anngw (B) = KW - Rel(B).

Proof. By Proposition 0.8 for any K Stab(B)-module V', the condition Rel(B)V = 0 is equivalent to
Tw(Rel(B)) -V = 0, for all w € W. The latter is in turn equivalent to w1, (Rel(B)) -V = 0, for all
w € W or, by definition of I, to IV = 0. Since, by (4) < (3) of the same proposition, this is equivalent
to Anng sean(p) (B)V = 0 and I, Anng sean(p)(B) are both two-sided ideals of K Stab(B), considering
their corresponding quotients as the K Stab(B)-module V', we get (1).

For (2), by (1) we get that Anng gan(5)(B) is equal to

K- Z sw™m, (Rel(B))s'.
s,s’€Stab(B),weW

By Lemma we can write this as

K- Z 7s(sw™! Rel(B)s').
s,s’€Stab(B),weW
Now, for s € Stab(B) we have 7, = 71, and, since Rel(B) is stable under conjugation by Stab(B), we can
write sw™! Rel(B)s’ = sw~!s’ Rel(B). In the above sum, the element sw~'s’ runs through all elements
of W, which yields (2).
Finally, Proposition 5.7 implies that Anngw (B) = W Anng sian(s)(B). By (2), we have that
Anng sian(p)(B) = Zw,w’GW wm (Kw' Rel(B)). By Lemma [5.0] again, this is

Z ww/ﬂ(w/)q (K Rel(B))
w,w'eW

which one can see that equals KW - Rel(B). O

5.2. Lower bound for the dimension. Recall that C denotes the set of transverse collections and
CE,  the subset of admissible ones. Also the notation Irr(K Stab(B)) will be used for the set of simple
modules of K Stab(B).

By TheoremE28, the simple modules of Br™ (W) are the modules (B |V), where (B, V) is an admissible
pair, which are, in fact, absolutely irreducible. By Corollary [£29] there are exactly |W|/|Stab(B)| such
pairs for every isomorphism class of Br’® (W)-modules. Hence, the sum of squares of dimensions of the

simple Br® (W)-modules equals:

Stab(B .
(8) > %(dlmK(B‘V))Q.
BeC,Velrr(K Stab(B))
(B,V) adm.
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Recall that the module (B|V) is KW-isomorphic to Ind?évtab( p)(V). Hence, its dimension equals
|W|/|Stab(B)| -dimg V. Consequently, for any B € C we have,

Wl \?
dimy (B[V))? = (=L
> @V = (i)
Velrr(K Stab(B)) Velrr(K Stab(B))

(B,V) adm. (B,V) adm.

(dimg V)2

Now, by characterisation (3) of admissibility of Proposition[5.8l a pair (B, V') is admissible if and only
if the K Stab(B)-module V' factors through the quotient algebra K Stab(B)/ Anng gian(s)(B). Since the
latter, as a quotient of K Stab(B), is split-semisimple over K (see Definition [B1), then its dimension
equals the sum of squares of dimensions of its simple modules. Combining these two properties, for any
B € C, we have:

. >_ 4. (K Stab(B _ [Stab(B)| . kW
Z (dimyc V)™ = dimyc ( - )/AHHK Stab(B)(B)) W dime ( /AnnKW(B)) '
Velrr(K Stab(B))
(B,V) adm.
This implies that
. W] (KW
> (V) = gy dimi (K7 Ay 8)-
Velrr(K Stab(B))
(B,V) adm.

Replacing this in the sum (§)), we obtain the following result.

Lemma 5.11. The sum of squares of dimensions of all absolutely irreducible BrK(W)—modules equals:
Z dimK (KW/AHHKW B) .
BeC

5.3. Upper bound and semisimplicity. We prove now that the Brauer-Chen algebra is semisimple
by bounding its dimension from above. The following lemma is a slight improvement of [5, Lemma 5.2]
which can be seen to be true with essentially the same proof. In any case, we give a quick proof here as
well.

Lemma 5.12. The elements wep, where w € W and B € C, span Br(W) as an A-module.

Proof. Remark 2] giving a formula for the product eyep, implies that the A-span of the elements in
the statement, is, in fact, a left ideal of Br(W). Since they contain 1, the result follows. O

Definition 5.13. Let R be an A-algebra. For r € N, we define IT(R) = EBGC,‘B|ZT RWeg C BrR(W).
If R = A we omit it from the notation and write I,..

Proposition 5.14. Let R be an A-algebra. The set IT(R) is a two-sided ideal of Br™(W).

Proof. By definition, RW - IT(R) = IT(R). Since wep = e,pw for any w € W and B € C, then IT(R)KW =

LER) LER)

and in fact, = > .pec |B|>r egRW. Combining the latter with the formula for the product

egep of Remark 2] one can see that eHIT(R) - I,ER) for all H € H. In the same way, using the formula
for egep of the same remark, we get that IT(R)eH - IT(R) as well. O

The ideals I, have already been introduced in [I8] , and in the same paper the quotient algebra
Br(W)/I,44 is denoted Br,(W). The following lemma will provide our setting for all situations where
we want to suitably restrict the spanning set of Lemma [5.12

Lemma 5.15. Let R be an A-algebra. The ideals IT(R),T € N form a descending chain of ideals of
Br® (W), such that Br (W) = Uren .

Proof. 1t is clear by the definition that IT(f)l C I for all v € N. Furthermore, Lemma [5.12]is equivalent
to the property Br (W) = UreNI,ER). O

Lemma 5.16. For any B € C, we have Anngw (B)eg C I‘(g'll.
18



Proof. Let r = |B|. If ep € Iﬁfl), then the result is immediate, since KWIT(fl) C Ir(fl) So, we suppose

that ep & Ir(fl) Consider the quotient BrX (W), and let a € KW. Of course, aeg = 0 in BrX (W) is

equivalent to aep € 1755:1) We will show that in BrX (W), aep = 0 implies 7, (a)es = 0 for all w € W.
Hence, since Anngw (B) =, cw Tw(Anngw (ep)), we get the statement.

Let B denote the orbit of B, and let V = } 5/ zep (KW + Iﬁﬁ) C BrX¥(W). Relation (B2) of
Definition or Remark [£1] imply that wV = V for w € W. Furthermore, if H is a hyperplane and
B’ € B, Remark 4.2 yields that egeps either belongs to KWep, C V, or is equal to some eg., where B”

strictly contains B’, in which case eg» € Ir(fl) So, eV C V for all hyperplanes H, as well, and hence,

V is a Br'* (W)-module.

Now, it is clear that (ep —l—IT(fl))KW C egV since eB(eBx—i—IT(fl)) = 5T(eB:c—|—IT(ﬁ) for any x € KW.
In particular, egV # 0. Furthermore, B is V-maximal since if B’ strictly contains B, then ep: € Ir(fl),
and so, ep/V = 0. Now Proposition B3l yields that }_ 5 g VB = ©presVp. Since wVp = V,,p for all
w € W, this implies that for every a € KW and v € V,av = 0 implies 7, (a)v = 0. So, aeg = 0 in

BrX (W) implies 7, (a)ep € Ir(fl) for all a € KW and w € W and the result follows. O

T

Theorem 5.17. The algebra Br’™ (W) is split-semisimple, with dimension

> dimic (KW gy (3)) o caally, S dimge (KW, ).
BeC BeCk,

adm

Proof. By Lemma[5.15, we have that Br™ (W) = UreNIT(K). We write I15) as Z|B\:r KWep +Ir(fl). By
Lemma above, we have Anngw (B)ep C 1755:1) for all B of cardinality r, which implies that

dimg IT(K) < Z dim g (KW/AnnKW(B)) + dimg 17551)
|B|=r
By induction on r, this yields

dim g BrK(W) < Z dimg (KW/AnnKW(B)) .
BecC
The above sum is equal to the the sum of squares of dimensions of simple Br® (W)-modules (Lemma
[5.1T)), which yields the main result. Equality with the second sum of the statement is implied by Corollary
59 which states that if B is not admissible, then Anngw (B) = KW. O

Corollary 5.18. The dimension of Br™ (W) is equal to:

|Stab(B)| NNK Stab(B) (B)) '

K
adm

9) 3 _lemm4KmM@%
B

Proof. The statement is implied by Theorem 5.17, since Anngw (B) = ©uwew; stab(B)W ANk seab(5) (B),
and, hence,

, KW _w K Stab(B
dim ( /AHHKW(B)) - |[Stab(B)] dimp ( ab )/AnnKStab(B)(B)) ’

O

Remark 5.19. In the case of the empty collection B, one can verify that Anng gian(z)(B) = 0. This,
as expected (see also Remark .27]), implies that the part of (@) in the above corollary corresponding to
B equals the order of W.

6. ADMISSIBILITY AND A BASIS FOR Br’ (W)

We apply now the established results of the previous sections to obtain, for all irreducible com-
plex reflection groups, the admissible collections and corresponding admissible pairs. Following the
results of the previous section, for a transverse collection B, these elements are determined by the ideal
Anng Stab(B)(B> of K Stab(B).

Case-by-case analysis shows that for every admissible transverse collection B, there is a certain sub-
group Kp of Stab(B) such that Anng gian(p)(B) is some kind of modified augmentation ideal of this
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subgroup. In fact, for all but two groups (and specific proper fields of definition), it is equal to the
augmentation ideal of Kp. This translates, equivalently, into the fact that the admissible K Stab(B)-
modules V' are those that induce a certain representation on Kp, which, again, for most cases, is the
trivial one.

6.1. Overview of this section’s results. We sum up, in this first subsection, the results that we
obtain throughout the rest of this section by the case-by-case study of all irreducible complex reflection
groups, and provide some general conclusions as well.

For the next definition, recall that for B € C, Rg = {r € R|H, € B}.

Definition 6.1. Let W be a complex reflection group and B a transverse collection. We denote by Kp
the subgroup of Stab(B) generated by Rp together with all products 52_151 where s1, s2 € R satisty:
(c1) s1B = s9B # B (in particular, s, 's; € Stab(B)),
(c2) s1H # soH, for all H € B\s1B.
If B is empty, we define Kp = 1.

Remark 6.2. One can verify that for w € W and B € B we have wKpw™' = K,,g. In particular, Kp
is a normal subgroup of Stab(B).

Remark 6.3. If B is a transverse collection of cardinality 1, i.e., B consists of a single hyperplane H, the
above definition of Kp yields the subgroup of W generated by R p, which coincides with the pointwise
stabilizer Wy of H.

For a function y : Kp — K, we denote by Aug*(Kp) the two-sided ideal of K Stab(B) generated by
all h — x(h),h € Kp. Note that if x = 1, this is the usual augmentation ideal Aug(Kpg). The following
proposition is proved throughout the course of this section.

Proposition 6.4. Let W be an irreducible complex reflection group and K a proper field. Then, if B €
CK . there is a group homomorphism x : Kp — Ug N K such that Anng stab(B) (B) = AugX(Kp). Fur-

adm?

thermore, if W # Gas, G3a, then x = 1. If W = Ga5 or Gsa, then dimg AugX(Kp) = dimg Aug(Kp).

A consequence of this proposition is the following result, providing a far more efficient formula for the
dimension of Br’ (W) than the one of Theorem [5I7] as well as a basis over K. Let W/Kp denote a set
of left coset representatives of Kp in W.

Theorem 6.5. Let W be an irreducible complex reflection group and K a proper field. Then

dimg Brf (W) = Z |W|/|KB|7
BeCK

adm

and the set {weg|B € CE, . ,w € W/Kg} is a basis for Brf(w).

Proof. Recall the following formula for the dimension of Br’ (W) of Corollary

dimg BrK(W) = Z ﬂ . (dimK KStab(B)/A

|[Stab(B)] NNK Stab(B) (B))

K
adm

By Proposition[6.4] the dimension of K Stab(B)/ Anng sab(p)(B) is dimg K Stab(B) — dimx Aug(Kp)
which, in turn, equals |Stab(B)|/|Kg|. Replacing this in the above formula, gives the dimension of the
statement.

Recall, now, the setting of Lemma [(.17] i.e. Brf (W) is the union of the descending chain of ideals

10 = > pec, B> KWep of Br’ (W) (Definition [FI3). We show that, for all r € N, we have

(10) 15 = > Kweg + IL5).
BeCK, weW/Kp

adm

Induction on r then yields that the set {wep|B € CX, ,w € W/Kp} spans Br® (W). Since its cardinality

adm>
is equal to dimg Br’ (W) as this is given above, it is a basis.
To show Equation (I0), recall that, by Lemma .16 for every B € C of cardinality r we have
A B)ep C I'X)
nan( )eB = Ay

If B ¢ CE, | then Corollary implies that Anngw(B) = KW, and, so, KWep C IX . This

. K K
already yields that I\%) = ZBGCfdm KWep + Ir(+1)-
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If B € CE, | then, by Proposition 5.4, we have Annj stab(B) (B) = AugX(Kp) for some x : Kp — K.

Hence, since Anng sean(p)(B) € Anngw (B) (Definition 5.4), then Anngw (B)ep C IT(fl) implies that
(h—x(h))ep € I’Sfl) for all h € K. Given this, if w1, ws belong to the same coset of Kg, i.e. ws = wih,

for some h € Kp, then writing weep = x(h)wiep +wi(h — x(h))ep implies that weep € Kwiep +Ir(fl),
which finally yields Equation (0], and concludes the proof.
O

6.2. The infinite series. This subsection contains an analysis of the admissible collections and ad-
missible pairs for the complex reflection groups in the infinite series. The reader may want to consult
Subsection 2.3l for an overview of the necessary elements we will be using. In all statements, we will
assume that K is a proper field for the group in mention.

We restate here Lemma 2111

Lemma 6.6. In G(m,p,n),

(1) if i # j, then H; and H; are non-transverse and the reflections that map one to the other (in
any order) are the reflections (i), k € Z;

(2) H; and H: are transverse if and only if i,j # i'; in any case, there exist no reflections mapping
one to the other;

(3) if j1 # j2, then H and H[ are non-transverse and the only reflection mapping one to the
other (in any order) is (j12)ks—r1;

(4) if i1,51 # i2,ja, then HZIJ and Hfsz are transverse;

(5) for (m,p) # (2,2), if i # j, then H;j' and H;? are not transverse and the reflections mapping
the former to the latter are (ij)s, for 26 = K1 + k2 mod m, and t;*~"*, 77" provided that
Ko — k1 =0 mod p.

(6) if (m,p) = (2,2), then Hi; and H}; are transverse.

Remark 6.7. A quick way to summarize transversality according to this lemma is the following. In
G(m,p,n) for (m,p) # (2,2), two hyperplanes expressed as above (notation of Subsection 23.1]) are
not transverse if and only if they have at least one index in common; in G(2,2,n) two hyperplanes are
non-transverse if and only if they have exactly one index in common.

Remark 6.8. From the above lemma it is also clear that, for n > 2, all reflections (ij). belong to
the same conjugacy class of G(m,p,n) and so they share a common parameter in the definition of the
Brauer-Chen algebra. We will denote this parameter by u.

All mentioned transverse collections in this subsection are assumed to be non-empty. One can verify
that if B is the empty collection, then Anng sian(5)(B) = Augk seab(p) (KB) = 0.

Lemma 6.9. Let W = G(m,p,n), and B € C be such that |B| > 1 and H; € B for somei=1,...,n.
Then, there is s € R such that pss € Rel(B). In particular, B ¢ CK,

adm*

Proof. Since H;, H; are non-transverse for all 4, j (Lemma [6.0]), then B can contain at most one such
hyperplane. Let = H; € B and choose a second hyperplane in B, say  which must be of the form H .
Let v = Hy; ; then v ff a, 8, and so O'g,a € Rel(B). Again, from Lemma [6.6, we get that og@ = p(ij) ks
which implies the statement. Il

Proposition 6.10. Let W = G(m,p,n) and B = {H;} for some i. Then, Kp is the pointwise stabilizer
W, of H;, and has order m/p. Moreover, we have AW Rel(B) = AW (Kp —1).

Proof. One may check that the definition of Kp gives the pointwise stabilizer of H;, i.e. the subgroup
generated by Rp = {t;}, which has order m/p. Furthermore, since B cousists of a single hyperplane,
then & = {0}, for all H € B, and, hence Rel(B) = Rp — 1, which gives the result. O

Lemma implies that an admissible transverse collection with more than one hyperplane must
contain only hyperplanes of the form H[;. For the groups G(m,p,n) with (m,p) # (2,2), by Lemma
[6.6] such a collection is transverse if and only if every index ¢ and j as above appears in at most one
hyperplane in B. The following proposition shows that all such transverse collections are admissible.

Proposition 6.11. Let W = G(m,p,n) and B a transverse collection of the form {Hi'iljl, ... ,Hf:jr},
with all indices distinct. Then AW Rel(B) = AW (Kp — 1), and, in particular, B € CE, . Finally, the
order of Kp is 2'm"~1rl.

21



Proof. Suppose, first,that B = {H;, ;,, Hi,j,, - - ., Hi, ;. }; we show at the end of the proof that the general
case is implied under a suitable conjugation. Recall that Rel(B) = (Rp — 1) U (UyenX}), where
Xt = {O’gﬁ’a,ﬁ € B,y i o, 8} (Definition ELTT]).

To prove the statement, we show that for every AW-module V and v € V', Rel(B)v = 0 is equivalent
to (Kp — 1)v = 0; let V be such a module and v € V. The relation (R — 1)v = 0 is equivalent to
((ij) —1)v =0, for all H;; € B.

We turn, now, to the relations v = 0. First, let v = H; for some i. By Remark[6.7] two hyperplanes
are non-transverse if and only if they share some index. Since all indices that appear in B are distinct,
this implies that v is non-transverse with at most one hyperplane in B, which implies that X7 = {0}.

Now, let v = HJj, for some 4, j, . By the same observation, we see that if v is non transverse with more
than one hyperplane in B, then the indices i, j appear in two different elements of B. That means that
there are « = H;;, f = H;y € B, and these are the only hyperplanes of B non-transverse with . Lemma
6.8 now gives: 0 5 = pu(j'5)x — p(i'é) - = p((§'5)x — (i1")x), s0, ), v =01s ((§'5)x — (i")x) v =0, or,
equivalently ((74'),(7'j)x —1)-v = 0. Hence, letting 4, j run through all possible distinct indices appearing
in B, we get that (UyenX}) - v = 0 is equivalent to ((i4').(j'j)x — 1) -v =0, for all H;js, Hy; € B, and
K € Z.

This shows, already, that Rel(B)-v = 0 is equivalent to (K% —1)v = 0, where K% is the group generated
by {(ij)|Hi; € BYU{(ii')(j'4)x|Hijr, Hirj € B, r € Z}. We show that this subgroup coincides with Kp.
For that, since the set {(ij)|H;; € B} = Rp is included in both generating sets, it is enough to show
that {(ii’)k(j’j)k‘Hij/,Hi/j € B,k € Z} is equal to the set of s;'s; where s1, s satisfy conditions (cl),
(c2) of Definition [6.1] i.e. s1B = soB # B and s1H # soH for all H € B\s1B.

For H;j»,H;/j € B, and k € Z the reflections (it’), (j'j). fix all hyperplanes of B but H;j;/, H; j, which
they map to Hf,, H;, and Hj, HJ}, , respectively, in that order. So, we can see that they verify the
conditions (c1), (c2). Hence, K% C Kp.

For the inverse inclusion, let s1,s2 € R satisfy (cl), (c2). We exclude certain cases for sq,ss. If
s1 is of the form t; for some 4, then one can see that it fixes all but at most one hyperplane of B, in
which case conditions (c1), and (c2), cannot be satisfied. This is also the case when s; is of the form
(i), with at most one of 4, j appearing in B, as well as with their appearing in the same hyperplane.
Hence, s1,s2 must be of the form (ij)y,, (¢'j')r, with 4,5 and ¢/, j’ appearing, respectively, in different
hyperplanes of B. Now, all hyperplanes not containing 4,j will be fixed by s; and vice versa for so;
conditions (cl), (¢2) imply that s1,s2 fix the same hyperplanes of B, and this in turn implies that
H;j,Hy; € B or Hy,Hjj € B. Both cases are equivalent, so suppose the second is true. In that case,
since s1B = s9 B, we must have A\; = A9, which implies that 55151 S K%. Hence K = K%, and this
shows that Rel(B)v = 0 is equivalent to (Kp — 1)v = 0. As far as the order of K% is concerned we will
calculate it in the appendix of this article, where we will also obtain an alternative characterization in
terms of matrices.

Now, for the ger}eral case, notice that {H}% ..., H;"; } is the image of B via the element [T, ff; €
G(m,1,n), where t;, is the reflection with hyperplane Hj, in G(m, 1,n) acting as multiplication by ¢ of
the j;-th coordinate. Now, the action of G(m,1,n) respects transversality, and, also g - Ry_p - g~ =
Ryi—gn for all g € G(m,1,n) and H, H' € H. From this, one can see that g Rel(B)g~! = Rel(¢B), as
well as, gKpg~' = K,p, and hence, ARel(gB) = AW (K g — 1), which concludes the proof. O

The above proposition already concludes the classification of admissible collections and their corre-
sponding pairs for the groups G(m,p,n), with (m,p) # (2,2). It also enables us to obtain a numerical
formula for the dimension of the Brauer-Chen algebra in these cases.

Proposition 6.12. Let W = G(m, p,n), and suppose that (m,p) # (2,2). Then a nonempty transverse
collection B is K-admissible if and only if it has cardinality 1 or does not contain a hyperplane of the
form H;. In that case, Anng sian(p)(B) = Aug(Kp). Finally, the dimension of Br® (W) is equal to:

n'm—n + (1= Gy )nlm™ 1+ mn+l 2rz§:n n! 2 o2
“p b p = \r2n(n—2r)! v

where Opm 15 1 if p=m and 0 otherwise.

Proof. The characterisation of admissible collections is a consequence of the previous results and dis-

cussion. Now, Propositions [€.10 and 611 imply that if B € CE, | then KW Rel(B) = KW Aug(Kp).

Proposition B.I0 tells us that Anng gabn()(B) is equal to m (KW Rel(B)), where 7, denotes the projec-

tion of KW onto the coset wK Stab(B). Now, by Proposition[6.ITlthe latter is equal to m (KW (Kp—1))
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which is in turn equal to Aug(Kp) since Kp — 1 lies inside K Stab(B). This gives the first part of the
statement. In particular, we have that dimx (K Stab(B)/ Anng gian(p)) = [Stab(B)|/|K 5.
Now, recall, the formula for the dimension from Corollary .18t

(Wl 4. (K Stab(B)
BG;( [Stab(B)] dime ) Auticsuan (B))

Replacing the above into this formula we get:

W
wi+ Yy =
P K5l
BeCK, B#0
If p # m we have the collections {H;} with |Kg| = m/p. Apart from them, for all collections of the
form {H;% ... H[; } the group Kp, by Proposition .11 has order 2"m" 17! and for each r < n/2 the
number of such collections is:

n\ (n—2 n—2(r—1 r r
() (") - ( (2 ))m _ n'm
7! 2r(n — 27)lrl’
So the sum )" ;|W|/|Kg|, where B runs all such collections of size r is

nlm” W)  mntl n! 2 o)1
2r(n —2r)r! |Kg|  p (r!QT(n—Qr)!) (n = 2r)k
Adding it all together, one obtains the expression of the statement. ([

We turn, now, to the groups G(2,2,n) which only contain hyperplanes of the form H,; and H, L since

K
Hf = Hfj, if Kk =k’ mod 2. Remark implies that such a collection B is transverse if and only if for
every Hf; € B, i,j do not appear as indices in any other hyperplane of B apart from, possibly, Hfjﬂ.

HL

1117

K
Hizjz

Proposition 6.13. Let W = G(2,2,n) and B a transverse collection such that H;
but H*T1 & B, for some i1, j1,%2,j2. Then, B & CK,

i2J2 adm*

eB

1719

Proof. Let V be a K Stab(B)-module. We show that Rel(B) -V = 0 implies V = 0 (recall that V is the
image of V' in the induced module of KW). For this, take the element o, ; € Rel(B) for a = H;,;,,8 =

Hik;jz
the reflections (j1j2) and (iyiz2), belong to different cosets of Stab(B); hence, u((j1j2) — (i1i2)x)V =0
implies (i142)xV = (i1i2)xV = 0 which yields, of course, V = 0.

To verify that (j1j2), (i12), belong to different cosets of Stab(B), notice that the only hyperplanes
that are not fixed by (j1j2), (i192)x are H;, j, , H}ljl and H, ; , so it suffices to check their respective images
via (j1j2), (i192)s. For this, (j1j2) maps Hy, 0, HY . HE . to Hiljz,Hilljz,ngl, and (i142), maps the

i1j17 " i2g2
same hyperplanes to Hi’zjl,Hi'zJJfll, Hi’;Z One can see now that (j1j2)B # (i1i2).B, since, for example,

H} ;, belongs to the first collection but not the second. This concludes the proof. g

and v = H;,j,, and see that ogﬁf/ = 0 gives pu((jij2) — (i142)x)V = 0. Now, we will show that

Proposition 6.14. Let W = G(2,2,n) and B a collection of transverse hyperplanes of the form
{Hij,, H ... Hij,,H} ; }. Then AW Rel(B) = AW (Kp—1) and, in particular, B € CL;, . Finally,

the order of Kg is 27t~ 1rl,

Proof. We show, as we did in Proposition [.11] that for all AW-modules V and v € V, Rel(B)v =0 is
equivalent to (Kp — 1)v = 0. So let V be an AW-module and v € V.

The relations (Rp — 1)v = 0 give ((ij) — 1)v = ((ij)1 — 1)v = 0 for all H;; € B. Next we see what
the relations X5v = 0,7 € H yield. Let v = H[;, for some 4, j, k. By Remark 67, two hyperplanes
of G(2,2,n) are non-transverse if and only if they have exactly one index in common. So, if 7 is non-
transverse with more than one element of B (otherwise ¥}, = {0}), then either hyperplanes a = H;,j,b =
Hillj, c=H ,d= Hz-lj1 belong to B, in which case, these are the only hyperplanes ~ is non-transverse
with, or o = Hy5,,8 = Hz-lj1 € B, and j does not appear in any hyperplane of B, in which case «, 8 are
the only hyperplanes of B with which ~ is non-transverse.

For the first case, by Lemma [6.6] for each of the hyperplanes a,b,c,d, there is a unique reflection
mapping them to . These are, respectively, r1 = (i19)x,72 = (i18)k+1,73 = (J15)s, 74 = (J1J)k+1- S0,
Y %v = 0 yields 6 relations (all the possible differences of the above reflections), which are, equivalent, for
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example, to u(ry —r9)v = p(re —r3)v = p(rs — r4)v = 0, or, equivalently (ry'ry — L)v = (r3'rs — 1)v =
(rytrs —1)v =0.

The second case yields the relation 0(1 sv=0 which, by Lemmal[6.6] is (u1 — uz)v = 0, or equivalently,
(u;lul —1)v =0, where u1 = (j1J)rx and uz2 = (j15)k+1-

Given the above, one can see that letting v vary, and considering the relations (Rp — 1)v = 0 as
well, we obtain a subgroup K% for which Rel(B)v = 0 if and only if (K% — 1)v = 0. Although it is not
necessary for the rest of this proof, we mention here, for later reference, the following explicit description
that we obtain for K9%:

K = ((ij1)n, (i18) s (i18) k1, (029) (15 > (F12)w (G152) 1)

with Hyj;,, H;; € B,k € Z, and 1 < j» < n. Elements of the first form in the above presentation
come from the relations (Rp — 1)v = 0. Elements of the second and third form come from the relations
(rir3' —1)v =0 and (r3r] " — 1)v = 0, respectively, and the elements of the fourth form from relations
(rar; ' —1) = 0 and (wyu; ' — 1)v = 0, where, for the latter, we have replaced the variable j with j; and
J1 with jo to give a more concise description. We show that K% coincides with Kp.

For the inclusion K% C Kp, since, by the definition of Kz (Definition [6.1)), R C Kp, it suffices to
show that (u1,us) as well as all pairs among the reflections 71,72, r3, 74 satisfy conditions (cl), (¢2) of
the definition of K i.e. s1B = soB # B, and s1H # soH for all H € B\s1B.

For u1 = (j15)x, u2 = (j17)r+1, with j not appearing in any hyperplane of B, the only hyperplanes of

B that are not left invariant by w1, u2 are a = H;j,, 8 = H; ! . which are mapped via u1, ug, respectively,
to H%, H"”qul and H“Jr1 HU, in that order. One can see from this that us, us satisfy conditions (c1),(c2).

Snmlarly, for the pairs of reflections among ry,79,73,74 computing the images of the quadruple

(a, b, c,d) via these reflections we find, respectively, the following quadruples: (HZ,H FHUHE i fIerll),
(HE HE HEVU HE ), (HE  HEY HES HEYY, (HEEL HE S HE'Y HE). Since all hyperplanes of

B other than a, b, ¢, d are fixed by these reflections, one can verify from the above mappings that all pairs
(r1,7m), for [,m = 1,2, 3,4 verify (cl1), (¢2), and, hence, r;,'r; € Kp,l,m = 1,2,3,4. Now, since K% is
generated by all such products for the different values of v, together with Rp, we get that K% C Kp.
For the inverse inclusion, since, again, Rp C K%, we show that for every pair of reflections s, sa
satisfying (c1),(c2), we have s; 's; € K%. Observe first, that for every pair of hyperplanes in G(2,2,n),
there is at most one reflection mapping one to the other, and all reflections belong to the same orbit (see,
for example, Lemma [6.6]). We show that for every pair s1,s2 € R satisfying (cl1), (c2), u(s1 — s2) € X
for some hyperplane H, which implies that s5 lsie K 9., since K% is generated, by definition, by all such
elements. For this, by (c1), i.e. s1B = s2B # B there is some hyperplane H' € B such that s1H' # H'.
Take H = s;H' and H" = sng € B. Now, by Lemma 27 since, of course Ry g, Ru—ug # 0, we
have that H is non transverse with H’, H”, which implies that 05,7 v € LE. By the observation in
the beginning of this paragraph, we get that Ry g = {s1}, and Ryg»_ g = {s2}, which implies that
og,’H,, = p(s1 — s2). Hence, K% = Kp. The order of Kp is calculated in the appendix using the group
KO, 0

The above results conclude the classification of admissibility for the groups G(2,2,n). Again, we
sum up the situation in the next proposition, giving a numerical expression for the dimension of the
Brauer-Chen algebra, as well.

Proposition 6.15. Let W = G(2,2,n). A transverse collection B is K -admissible if and only if when-
ever HU,HU,H’? ., € B, we have H“Jr1 € B as well. In that case, Anng sean(p)(B) = Aug(Kp). Finally,

the dimension of Br™ (W) is:

n12" 4 (2" + 1) Z—l <W|—2T)') (n —2r)l.

Proof. The characterisation of admissible collections of the statement is immediate from the previous
results. Notice also that it implies that a transverse collection of G(2,2,n) is admissible if and only if it
is of the form {H ..., H{ }, or {H;,j,, H} ; ..., Hij,, H} ; }, with all indices distinct in both cases.
Transverse collections of both of these types are admissible by Propositions and [6.14], respectively,
and the same propositions imply that if B is of these types, then KW Rel(B) = KW (Kp — 1).

Now, exactly as we did in the beginning of the proof of Proposmonm this yields that for B € CE,
Anng sian(p)(B) = Aug(Kp), and the formula for the dimension of Br® (W) of Corollary I8 becomes:
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W+ Z m

Kol
BecKk ,B;é(i)l B|

adm

H1

For every r < n/2 the number of transverse collections of the form {H; igr - Hi

B )

7! B 27 (n — 2r)lrl’
and the order of Kg, by Proposition .14] for each such collection is equal to 2"t"+1rl. So the sum
> 5IW|/|Kp|, where B runs over all such collections is:

. . 1 P
1J1° T]T’Hirjr} 1s:

r=n n! nl2n—1 ren n! 2
> (LI )
(n — 2r)12ryl 2rtn—lp| r12r(n — 2r)!
r=1 r=1
Finally, for the transverse collections of the form {H;} ,..., H[; }, the corresponding sum was cal-
culated for Proposition [6.12] and equals:
2r<n TL' 2
2" _— —2r).
Z (r!QT(n— 2r)!> (n—2r)
r=1
Again, adding it all up (and the order of the group) gives the expression of the statement. O

6.3. The exceptional groups. In this subsection we describe the classification of admissible collections
and the corresponding admissible pairs for the exceptional complex reflection groups. To obtain this
classification we used computational methods. After some new definitions, we describe the computational
results that lead to the classification and explain the algorithm we used to verify them. A table containing
the obtained numerical data concerning the admissible pairs for each exceptional group as well as the
dimension of the corresponding Brauer-Chen algebra can be found in the appendix.

All mentioned transverse collections will be assumed non-empty.

6.3.1. A convenient description for @(B). Let W be a complex reflection group and B a transverse
collection. By Definition B.4] we have

@(B) = UwEWTrw (Rel(B))v

where 7, denotes the projection KW — wK Stab(B) with respect to the decomposition KW =
Swew/ stab(B)WIK Stab(B). The coset w Stab(B) depending only on the transverse collection B’ = w3,
we denote, in this subsection, the corresponding projection by 7p/, ie. if 2 =" Apw € KW, then
7 (1) = p—p Aww. With this notation we have Rel(B) = Up/.pmp (Rel(B)).

Now, recall that Rel(B) = (Rp — 1) U X5, where ¥ is the set consisting of all elements

o-gl,H2 = Z MsS — Z MsS,
SERH, —H SERH,—H
with Hy, Hy € B, H € H, and H (i Hy, H.
For the projections of the set Rp — 1, since it lies inside K Stab(B), we have rg(Rp —1) = Rp — 1,
and 7/ (Rp —1) =0 for all B # B.
Secondly, for all H, H1, Hy € H, and B’ in the orbit of B, we have

B’ (UEI,HQ) = Z HsS — Z hsS.
S€ERH, ~H,B-B/ S€RH, H, BB/
If, now, Hy,H> € B, and H i Hy, Hy, then H ¢ B; so, for B = B, we have WBr(Uthz) = 0. This is
also the case when Rp_,pr = (), since the above summations are empty. With this in mind, we have the
following expression for Rel(B), which we will use later:

(11) Rel(B) = (R — 1) U (UprmpB,5r2875 (XB)),
where B’ ~ B stands for Rg_,p # 0.
We define the sets O := {uss|s € R\Rp} and ©p := O URp U {1}, and let Mp denote the free

Q-module on ©p. Also, let ML, M3 be, respectively, the submodules QO% and QRp U {1} of M.
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From the above, one can see that we can consider Rel(B) as a subset of Mp for which
Rel(B) = (Rel(B) N Mz) U (Rel(B) N M3),

and
Rel(B)N M% =Rp — 1.

Definition 6.16. Let
0 RU{1l} - Op;
s+ pss, if s € R\Rp,
s—s, ifse RpU{1}.
We define the following sets:
Dp :={0(s1) — 0(s2)|s1,52 € R} NQRel(B) C Mp,
Pp = {(s1, 52)|s1, 52 € R\Rp, s, 51 — 15,52 € D} € R?,
DY = {s5ts1 — MS2M;I‘(51,52) € PgtU(Rp —1) C AW.

Lemma 6.17. Let 51,50 € RU{1}. If 0(s1) — 0(s2) € QRel(B), then either s1,s2 € Rp U {1}, and,
hence, 0(s1) — 0(s2) = $1 — sa, or s1,82 € R\Rp, and, hence, 0(s1) — 0(s2) = 15,51 — fhsy S2-

Proof. Suppose that 6(s1)—6(s2) € QRel(B) and that s1, so do not satisfy the condition of the statement.
Let s1 € R\Rp and sy € Rp U {1}. Hence, 0(s;) € M} and 6(s2) € M3. Since QRel(B) respects the
decomposition Mp = My ® M3, i.e. Rel(B) = (QRel(B) N M%) @ (QRel(B) N M4), then the projection
of 6(s1) — 0(s2) onto M3 belongs to Rel(B). Hence, we get 0(s2) = so € Rel(B) N M3 = Q(Rp — 1),
and one can see that this is impossible. (I

Corollary 6.18. We have
Dp = {uslsl — ,uSZSQ‘(Sl,Sg) S PB} U {81 — 82’81, So € Rp U {1}}
In particular, AW D = AW DY,.

6.3.2. The main points of the algorithm. We explain now the main points of the algorithm we used to
obtain the results for the admissibility for the exceptional complex reflection groups. Almost all created
lists will be used again in the next section, where we study the freeness of the Brauer-Chen algebra.
The main core. We consider the following data. A complex reflection group W, given as an abstract
group (a group of permutations, for example), and a list R_dist of the elements of W that correspond to
the distinguished reflections (Subsection .1]). Let, also, k_W be the field of definition of W and Roots be
a list containing a root for each distinguished reflection.

The elements of R_dist are in bijection with the hyperplanes of W; let H; be the hyperplane that
corresponds to the distinguished reflection in position ¢ of R_dist. This way, testing, for an element
w € W, whether wH; = H;, amounts to testing whether wR_dist[{jw™! = R_dist[j]. Also, by Lemma
24 checking that H; h H; is equivalent to checking that there is not any root in Roots lying in the
k_W-span of {Roots[i],Roots[j1} apart from these two.

It is convenient to create a table containing all the necessary relations of transversality and conjugation
between the hyperplanes of W. For that, let R be a list containing all reflections of W (take, for example,
all non-trivial powers of the elements of R_dist), and create a table F as follows: if H; M H;, then
F[i,jl=true; otherwise, F[i,j] is a list with the positions of the elements of R that map H; to Hj;.

Using the table F, we can find all transverse collections of W, and, using standard orbit algorithms, we
can obtain a representative for each orbit of transverse collections. We represent a transverse collection
as a list of positions in R_dist.

Lists for Rel(B), D, Pg. Now, let B be such a list representing a transverse collection B. Let N be the
cardinality of R. We create a list Rel_Bar of vectors in ZV*! representing the set Rel(B) with respect
to the basis ©p of Mp.

First, we make a list R_B containing the positions in R of all non-trivial powers of the elements
R_dist[i], for ¢ € B; this list represents the set Rp. Also, we make a list Smallorbit which contains
the lists representing the images of B under all reflections; this represents the set of all B’ ~x B.

Let v(i,m) denote the vector of length n, with 1 in position ¢ and 0 elsewhere. First, for all i € R_B
we add the vector v(i, N+1) —v(N 41, N + 1) to Rel_Bar. This vector represents the element R[i] — 1
with respect to ©p. In this way, we include all vectors representing Rp — 1 to our list.
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Next, for all B ~¢g B, B’ # B we add the vectors representing the set 75/ (X ), which (apart from
0) consists of the elements WB/(Ugl,HQ) for Hy,H, € B,H € B’ and H i B. Instead of imposing
controls on all candidate triples of hyperplanes, going back to Lemma 20, one may see that, since
Rp—p # 0, choosing H € B’ and Hiy, H» € B non-transverse with H amounts to choosing H € B'\B
and Hq, Hy € B\B'.

With this in mind, for every B’ in Smallorbit, we first create a table F(B,B’), with rows and columns
corresponding to the elements of B\B’ and B’\B, respectively, and whose (4, j)-cell is a list of positions of
all reflections in R that map Hg [i] to Hp> [31 and B to B’ (note that, in this way, for the indices to agree,
one has to make sure that the intersection of B,B’ takes up the last spots on each list). Now, for all 4, j, k
in the range of F(B,B), we add the vector 3, g 3>y i,k V(N +1) = X 1cr(B,B7) [§,k] v(l, N +
1) to the list Rel_Bar, as well. This vector represents the element mp/ (0, ;) where H, H', H" are
the hyperplanes Hp> [, Hp [j1° Hy [ respectively. In this way we include all vectors representing
7w (Xp) to Rel_Bar, as well.

Before we state our first computational result, let D_B be a list of all vectors v(i, N + 1) — v(j, N + 1),
for i,j = 1,...N + 1 that lie in the Q-span of Rel_Bar; this represents the set Dp with respect to
the basis ©p. Also, let P_B be the list of all pairs (i,j),4,7 = 1,..., N, with i,j ¢ R_B, such that
v(i, N +1) —v(j, N + 1) € D_B; this represents the set Pg.

First Computational Result. Let W be an exceptional complex reflection group and B a trans-

verse collection. Then

(A1) 6(s) € Rel(B), for some s € RU {1}, or
(A2) a. QRel(B) = QDp, and
b. <s;151,s‘(51,52) € Pg,seRp)=Kp

The verification of the above result for a given transverse collection represented by B is straightforward
using the previously constructed lists. Checking, in particular, the first condition amounts to checking
whether Rel_Bar contains the vector u(i, N 4+ 1) for some i.

Let W be an exceptional complex reflection group, K a proper field, and B a transverse collection.
Notice, first of all, that the two properties (Al), (A2) above are mutually exclusive, since a vector 6(s)
cannot be a linear combination of vectors of the form 6(s;) — 0(s2), which comprise Dp.

If B satisfies (A1), then, since 0(s) is invertible, B is not K-admissible. Suppose now that B satisfies
(A2). By (A2.a), QRel(B) = QDp, and, thus, admissibility of a pair (B, V) is equivalent to Dg -V = 0,
which is, is turn, equivalent to D% - V = 0, as Corollary implies. Since Kp C Stab(B), (A2.b)
implies that 55151 € Stab(B) for all (s1, s2) € Pg, which, in turn, yields that D% C K Stab(B). So we
can drop the hat on V, and write D% -V = 0. This already implies, since, for any K Stab(B)-module
V, the pair (B, V) is K-admissible if and only if Annggiapz)(B) -V =0, that Anng sean(s)(B) is equal
to (DY), where (D%) denotes the two-sided ideal of K Stab(B) generated by D9%.

Now, if s, = s, for all (s1,s2) € Pg, then DY = {s3's; — 1|(s1,52) € Pg} U (Rp — 1), and, in
combination with (A2.b), we get that (B, V) is admissible if and only if (Kp — 1)V = 0; in other words,
(DOB) = Aug(Kp). This is especially the case if s1, s2 are conjugate for all (s, s2) € Pp.

Definition 6.19. Let W be an exceptional complex reflection group and B a transverse collection. If B
satisfies (A2) and Pp contains pairs (s1, $2) with s1 £ so, we say that B is of conditional type. Denote
by Ccona the set of collections of conditional type.

The discussion preceding the above definition yields the next lemma.

Lemma 6.20. Let W be an exceptional complex reflection group and B € C\Ceond. For any proper field
K, B eCE,_ if and only if B does not satisfy (A1), in which case Anng stab(B) (B) = Aug(Kp).

adm

Verifying whether a transverse collection is of conditional type is straightforward using the list P_B.

Second Computational Result. Let W be an exceptional complex reflection group other than
Gos,Gs2. Then W does not have any transverse collections of conditional type.

We, thus, obtain the following result.

Proposition 6.21. Let W be an exceptional complex reflection group other than Gas,Gsz and K a
proper field. Then B € CK,  if and only if Rel(B) does not contain an element of ©p. If B € CK, .
then Anng sean(p)(B) = Aug(Kp).
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For the groups Go5 and (32, there exist transverse collections of conditional type. Unlike collections
of non-conditional type, admissibility of such collections depends, in general, on the field of definition.
The following general algebraic fact determines the admissibility of these collections for a large number
of cases.

Lemma 6.22. Let L be a field and G a group. Letl € L and g be an element of G of finite order n.
Then, if I™ # 1, the element g — 1 € LG is invertible.

Proof. Set x = g—1. Since, g" =1 and g = x+1, then (z+1)" =1 & 2" +na" U+ +nzl" 14" =
1l x(@ U+ - +nl"1t)=1-1" Now, if 1 —I™ # 0, then 1 — [ is invertible, and so is . O

Third Computational Result, first part. Let B be a transverse collection of Gas (resp. Gsa).
Then B satisfies satisfies (A2) of the First Computational Result and is of conditional type if and
only if |B| = 2 (resp. 2 or 3). In that case, for all (s1,s2) € Pp, with s1 % sg, the order of the
element s, 's; is 6.

Let W be the group G5 or Gs2, and K a proper field for W. Then W contains two orbits of reflections,
one containing all distinguished reflections, and the other one their inverses. Let 1, 2 be their respective
parameters and set p := 1/ ua.

Let B be a collection of conditional type, i.e., Pp contains some (s1, $2) such that s; % sa. Recall that
since, by definition, B satisfies (A2) of the First Computational Result, we have that Anng sian(s)(B) =
(DY), and the latter ideal is generated by (Rp — 1) U {s5's1 — tsy 15| (s1,82) € Pp}. By (A2.b),
Rp U {sy's1|(s1,52) € P} generates Kp, so, if (D%) # K Stab(B), then mapping Rp + 1, and
8581 > fis, i} induces a group homomorphism x : K — Ug N K, and (DY) = Aug*(Kp).

Now, by the Third Computational Result above and its preceding lemma ([6.22)), if u® # 1 in K, then
the element s5's; — ps,p5, is invertible, since pg,pgt € {p, p71}; hence, B ¢ CX, . If b =11in K, to
determine the admissible pairs for B, one may resort - as we did - to computing the ideal (D%).
Computing (D%) for Gas, Gs2. Let W be the group Gas or Gsa, and B a list representing a transverse
collection B of conditional type (the conditionality property is actually irrelevant for the algorithm). Let
w € Ug. Since DY C Q[u] Stab(B), it suffices to calculate the ideal of Q[u] Stab(B) generated by DY%.
Let Stab_B be a list containing the elements of Stab(B) and let N’ be its length; suppose, also, that 1 is
in the first spot of this list. Finally, let Orb_1,0rb_2 be the lists containing the positions of reflections
in R that make up the two orbits.

We create a list DBstab containing the vectors that represent D% with respect to the basis Stab_B.
In order to do this, for all i € R_B we add the vector v(Position(R[i],Stab_B), N') —v(1,1) to the list
DBstab; this is the vector representing R[i] — 1. In this way we include all vectors representing Rp — 1.
Next, for every (i,j) € P_B:

(1) ifi,j € Orb_1 or 4, j € 0rb_2, then we add the vector v(Position(R[j1 'R[i],Stab_B), N')) —
v(1,1), representing the element R[j1 'R[i] — 1,

(2) if i € Orb_1 and j € Orb_2, then we add the vector v(Position(R[j1 'R[i],Stab_B), N')) —
=t wv(1,1), representing the element R[j] R[] — wt

(3) if i € Orb_2 and j € Orb_1, then we add the vector v(Position(R[j] 'RR[i],Stab_B), N')) —
1 - v(1,1), representing the element R[j1 'R[i] — p

This gives the desired list DBstab.

We give, now, ths algorithm that we used to obtain the subspace of Q[u]" " that corresponds to the
ideal (D%). Let Gens be a list of generators for Stab(B). For every element g € Gens we produce
matrices left(g),right(g), which are, respectively, the matrices of left and right multiplication by
g on Q[u] Stab(B), given in the basis Stab_B. These are the monomial matrices that correspond to
the permutations of Stab_B induced by multiplying each element by g € Gens on the left and right,
respectively.

Now, let L be a list of vectors of Q[u]N" representing a set of elements L of Q[u] Stab(B). To calculate
the subspace of Q[u]™ " that corresponds to the ideal generated by L, we start with the list L(0)=L, and,
in step 4, we obtain a basis L(i) of the Q[u]-span of {v,1left(g) - v,right(g) ~v‘v € L(i-1),g € Gens}.
The list L(i) corresponds to a basis of the vector space spanned by L;_1 U (Gens - L;—1)U (L;_1 - Gens).
We stop when the lengths of L(i-1) and L(i) are equal; this is the dimension of the ideal generated by
L, and L(i) represents a basis of that ideal.

We now state the last computational result for this section.
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Third Computational Result, second part. Let W be the group Ga5 or Gs2 and K a proper
field. If u® = 1 in K, and B € Ceong, then dimg (DY) = |Stab(B)| — |Stab(B)|/|Kz|. In particular,
B is K-admissible.

Finally, we have the following result for Go5 and Gso.

Proposition 6.23. Let W be the group Gas (resp. Gsz) and K a proper field. Let B a transverse
collection.

(1) If |B| # 2 (resp. 2,3), then B € CE, . and Anny sean(p)(B) = Aug(Kp)

adm’
(2) If |B| =2 (resp. 2 or 3) and u® # 1 in K, then B ¢ CE, .
(3) If |B] = 2 (resp. 2 or 3) and p® = 1 in K, then B € CE, ~ and there is a homomorphism

x : Kp — Ug N K such that Anng geanp)(B) = Aug®(Kp). Furthermore, in that case,
dimg Anng sean(p) (B) = dimg Aug(Kp).

Proof. The first case is a consequence of Lemma [6.20] and the first part of the Third Computational
Result. The discussion following the latter also implies the second case, and, in combination with the
second part of the Third Computational Result, the third case, as well. (|

7. FREENESS OF Br(WW)

In this section we study for which irreducible complex reflection groups the Brauer-Chen algebra is free
over its ring of definition A. For the cases where the algebra is indeed free, our method will, naturally,
be to show that the basis obtained in Theorem 3] for Br’ (W) carries over to the ring of definition.

7.1. A useful lemma. The following lemma will be critical for the freeness property of Br(W) in both
the infinite series and the exceptional groups case so we mention it here. It is a substitute of Lemma
that works over a ring. Recall the definition of the ideals I, = > pcc >, €AW (Definition B.13)
of Br(W). Also, let m,, denote the projection AW — w.AStab(B), with respect to the decomposition
AW = Duwewy Stab(B)WA Stab(B).

Lemma 7.1. Let W be a complex reflection group and R an A-algebra. Let also B be a transverse
collection of cardinality r and x = 3 .y Aww € RW be such that xep € IT(f)l If Uy, 2o0wB is a

transverse collection, then m,(x)ep € Iﬁf)l for allw e W.

Proof. Consider the quotient Bri(W) = BrR(W)/IT(f)l. In BrZ(W) we have Y wew Awwep = 0;
we will show that m,(z)ep = 0 in Brf(W) for all w € W. Pick some wyg € W. If my,(z) =
> wews Stab(B) Mwwes # 0 in Brf¥(W), then we can assume that A,, # 0 (otherwise we pick some
other w € wp Stab(B) such that Ay, # 0). We write 3, oy Adwwen = 088 30, stab(p) MwWeB =
— ngwO Stab(B) Awwep, or, equivalently,

Z AwCwoBW = — Z Aw€wBW.

wEwq Stab(B) wgwo Stab(B)

Multiplying both sides of the last equality by e.,p on the left, yields

T
E 0" Ap€w, BW = — g Aw €y BEwBW.

wEwq Stab(B) wgwo Stab(B)
Now, for the right hand side, if A, # 0, then woB U wB is a transverse collection by assumption.
Furthermore, if w ¢ wp Stab(B), then wyB # wB and so, |woB U wB| > r. Hence, ey,pewn = 0
in Brf(W). So, we have > .. Stab(B) 0" Apew,pw = 0 or, equivalently, since § is invertible in R,
> wewo Stab(B) Mwwes = 0 & Ty, (v)ep = 0, which implies the statement. O

Definition 7.2. Let W be a complex reflection group and R an A-algebra. If an element x =
Y owew Aww € RW satisfies Uy, 2owB € C, we say that it satisfies the bar condition for B.

The following result is a straightforward corollary of Lemma [7.1]

Corollary 7.3. Let W be a complex reflection group, R an A-algebra and B a transverse collection of

cardinality r. If every element of Rel(B) satisfies the bar condition with respect to B, then Rel(B)-ep

R
.

N
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7.2. Freeness in the infinite series. We already have all necessary elements to prove the following
result concerning the freeness of Br(W) for the irreducible complex reflection groups of the infinite series.

Proposition 7.4. Let W = G(m,p,n). The algebra Br(W) is a free A-module with basis {wep|B €
CE we W/Kg}, for any proper field K.

adm)

Proof. Let K be a proper field for . Notice first that, the set of the statement is a basis for Br€ (W)
by Theorem Hence, it suffices to show that it spans Br(W) to obtain the result. Our method will
be the same as in the proof of Theorem [6.5l We remind it here.

Recall the setting of Lemma [EI5] i.e. that Br(WW) is the union of the descending chain of ideals
Iy =3 pec,p|>r AWes of Br(W) (Definition B.I3). We show that for all r € N, we have

(12) I, = > Awep + T4 1.

BeCEK, weW/Kp

adm?

Induction on r then yields that the set {weg|B € CE, ,w € W/Kp} spans Br(W), which implies the
result.

Let B be a transverse collection of cardinality 7.

Suppose that B ¢ CK . We first consider the case (m,p) # (2,2). By Proposition BI2, B is of
cardinality at least two and it contains some Hj;, in which case, Lemma gives that, for some s € R
we have uss € Rel(B). Since Rel(B)ep = 0 and pss is invertible in A, this yields ep = 0. Hence, if
(m,p) # (2,2), for all » € N, we have, in particular:

(13) L= Y AWep+I41.
BecK

adm
We show the same equality for (m,p) = (2,2). By Proposition 615, if B ¢ CX, | there are iy, j1, s, jo
and r such that HY; ,H}, Hf, € Bbut H't' ¢ B. Taking the element o 5 € Rel(B) for o =
Hj ., = Hf,, and v = Hj,j,, gives that ((j1j2) — (iri2)x)es = 0. We verify that this element
satisfies the bar condition (see Definition [[2), i.e. (j1j2)B U (i1i2)xB is a transverse collection. For
this, notice that, if i,5 & {i1,42,51,J2}, then Hij,H}j are fixed by (j1j2), (i12)x. Hence, the only
hyperplanes in B that are not fixed by (j1j2), (i1i2)x are Hy,j,, H} ; and Hf ;, , and it suffices to check

transversality of their respective images, i.e. that (j1j2)B U (i1i2).B is a transverse collection. We

have that (j1j2) maps Hi,j,, H ; , Hf;, to Hij,, H} ;,, Hf ;. respectively, and (i14g), maps the same
hyperplanes to ngl,Hg‘]'Tll, Hfl’jz One can now see that (j1j2)B U (i1i2).B is a transverse collection,

using, for example Remark Hence, (j172) — (i1i2), satisfies the bar condition. By Lemma [Tl this
implies that 7, ((j1j2) — (i1i2)s)en € 41, for all w € W. As one can see from the above calculations,
(j142)B # (i112)x B, hence (j1j2), (i192), belong to defferent cosets of Stab(B). So, for w = (j1j2) for
example, we have 7, ((j1j2) — (i192)x) = (j1j2) which implies that (j1j2)es € I, or, since (j1j2) is
invertible, that eg € I, 41. This yields Equations ([I3]) above, for the case (m,p) = (2,2) as well.
Suppose now that B € CK, . If (m,p) # (2,2), then by Proposition 612, B = {H;} for some i
or B = {Hiklljl, .. ,sz:]r} with 41, 71,...14;, J pairwise distinct. In both cases, by Propositions
and [6.17] respectively, we have that (Kg — 1)eg = 0. If (m,p) = (2,2) we obtain the same result by
Propositions and 614l This implies that if w1 Kp = weKp, then wiegp = weep. In particular
wiep — weep € Ir41, which, together with Equations (I3) above, yields Equations (I2), and concludes
the proof. O

Remark 7.5. Note that by Propositions[6.12] and [6.15] for the groups in the infinite series admissibility
of a transverse collection is, in fact, independend of the field K, and thus, so is the basis for Br(W)
provided by the above proposition.

7.3. Freeness for the exceptional groups. We turn now to the study of the freeness property for
Br(W) for the exceptional complex reflection groups. As for the corresponding study of admissibility
in Section [G, we used computational methods to obtain the results that lead to the determination of
the freeness property of Br(W) for the exceptional complex reflection groups. Again, we explain these
results as well as the algorithm used to verify them. Since the case of the group Gog presented several
peculiarities compared to the other exceptional groups, we do not include the computational methods
for its treatement, but rather give a self-contained exposition using the description from Example
of Subsection 2.3
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7.3.1. Study of freeness for W # Gag. Let W be a complex reflection group and B a transverse collection.

Definition 7.6. A hyperplane H is acceptable (with respect to B), if it satisfies the following properties:
(al) H ¢ B,
(a2) H i B,
(a3) for every H' € B non-transverse with H, UseR,,,_, ;5B is a transverse collection in the orbit of
B, ie. all s € Ry, g map B to the same transverse collection.

A pair of acceptable hyperplanes (H', H"”) will be said acceptable if H' # H" and there is B’ ~g B
(that is, with Rp_, g # () that contains H', H".

For H,H', H" € H we define the element
Tgl’H” = Z [hsS — Z Wss € AW.

SERy_, 1/ SERy_, g1

Lemma 7.7. Let (H', H") be an acceptable pair, and H € B be non-transverse with both H' and H".

/ "

H' H
Then, 7y ' ep = 0.

Proof. Since (H', H") is an acceptable pair, there is B’ ~x B containing H', H". Let r € Rp_,p/. No-
tice, first of all, that H’, H" are transverse, and let H; = r—'H’ € B and Hy, = v—'H" € B. This implies,
in particular that the pairs Hy, H' and Ha, H” are non-transverse (Lemmal[27)). Since H' is acceptable, by
definition, for all reflections s € Ry, ,n we have sB = B’. So, egrnegrep = eH”(ZseRHHH/ Uss)ep =

d- (ZSERH » pss)ep = deprep. In the same way, we get that eg.egrep = degrep. Now, since
1*}

H' & H", ey, egr commute; thus, degrep = degrep whence (egr — egyr)ep = 0. Since H € B is
non-transverse with both H’, H”, this last equality yields (ZSERH o MsS — ZSQRH - pss)ep = 0, or,

equivalently, Tg/’H//e g =0. (I

We state now the computational result of this section. Its verification will be discussed in the end of
this subsection. Let Rel,(B) be the set of all Tg A7 where (H',H") is an acceptable pair with respect
to B and H is non-transverse with both H’, H"”. For the rest of this subsection, the reader may want to

recall the definition of ©p,0p, D, D% found in Subsection

Fourth Computational Result. Let W be an exceptional group other than Gog and B a trans-
verse collection. Then
(F1) 6(s) € Rel(B) for some s € RU{1}, or
(F2) (a) every x € Rel(B) satisfies the bar condition, and
(b) if B satisfies property (A2) of the First Computational Result, then Dp C Z(Rel(B) U
Rel-(B))

Proposition 7.8. Let W be an exceptional complex reflection group other than Gog and R a proper ring
for W, with K = Frac(R). The set {weB‘B € CE, UCeondg,w € W/Kp} spans BrR(W).

Proof. The proof follows our standard method for results of this kind. We show that for all i € N, we
have

(14) IR = 3 Rwep + 117,
BeCK, UC.ona,weEW/Kp

adm

and the result follows by induction on r. We will use the First Computational Result of the previous
section as well.
Let B € C\(CE, UCcona). By Lemma 620, B satisfies condition (A1) of the First Computational

~ \W\adm
Result, i.e., Rel(B) contains 6(s) for some s € RU{1}. If B satisfies (F1) above, then there is s’ € RU{1}
such that 6(s") € Rel(B), which implies that 6(s")es = 0 or, equivalently eg = 0, since 0(s’) is invertible.
If B satisfies (F2), then Corollary [3] implies that Rel(B) - eg C Ir(f)l. By (A1), Rel(B) contains some

6(s), and this implies that eg € Iﬁf)l. This yields that for all » € N,

(15) M= 3 RWep+I1,

T
BGCfdm UCcond
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Suppose now that B € CE, U Ceong. Again, by Lemma .20 and the First Computational Result,

adm

B satisfies condition (A2). Then B does not satisfy (F1), which would imply (Al); hence, B satisfies

(F2), which implies that Rel(B)ep C I}, Now, by (F2.b), Dg C Z(Rel(B) U Rel, (B)), and since, by
Lemma [T7, Rel,(B)ep = 0, then we have that Dp -ep C I')Sf)l’ which is equivalent to DOB -ep C 74

r+1
(see Corollary [6.18). Recall that

Dy = {s3"s1 — psy a5, |(s1,82) € Pp}U(Rp — 1),
and, by (A2.b), the set {55131}(31, s2) € Pp} U Rp generates K. This implies that for every h € Kp,
there is some invertible I, € A (in fact, some product of the parameters) such that (h —Il)ep € Ir(f)l
Now, if wi,ws belong to the same left coset of K in W, i.e. ws = wih for some h € Kpg, then
weep = wihep = wilpep + wi(h —lp)ep € wiep + Iﬁf)l. This, together with Equations (I&]), yields
Equations (I4)), and concludes the proof. O

Corollary 7.9. Let W be an exceptional complex reflection group other than Gas, Gag, Gs2, and let K
be any proper field. Then, Br(W) is a free A-module, with basis {weB‘B eck, weW/Kg}.

Proof. By the previous proposition, Br(W) is spanned by {weB|B € CE, ' UCeond,w € W/Kg}. By the
Second Computational Result (Section [6.3]), if W is different from Gas, G2, we have that Ceong = 0.
Hence, the above spanning set is, in fact, {weB‘B € CK w e W/Kg}, which, by Theorem (.5 is a

adm?

basis for Br’ (W), and this implies that it is a basis for Br(W) as well. O

Remark 7.10. As in the case of the infinite series, by Proposition [6.21] for an exceptional group other
than Ga5, G'32, admissibility of a transverse collection is independend of the field K, and so is the basis
provided by the above corollary.

Proposition 7.11. Let W be the group Gas or Gss.

(1) The algebra Br(W) is not a free A-module.

(2) If R is a proper ring where u8 = 1 (recall that p is the quotient of the parameters corresponding
to the two orbits of reflections in W), then the algebra BrR(W) is a free R-module, with basis
{wep|B € CK, ,weW/Kg}, where K = Frac(R).

adm>

Proof. We show the second statement first. If 48 = 1 in R, then the second part of the Third Com-
putational Result says that Ceong € CE, . So, the spanning set for Br* (W) of Proposition [.8 above
coincides with the set of the statement. By Theorem 6.5 the latter is a basis of Br’ (W), and, hence, it
is a basis of Br®(W) as well.

Now, by Theorem again, for any proper field K, the set {weB‘B € CK weW/Kg} is a basis

for Br (W). Let K, K’ be proper fields such that p® # 1 in K but 8 = 1 in K’ (see Example B8
and Remark [3.9] to verify the existence of such proper fields). Then, by Proposition [6.23] we have that

CcK Clﬁ/m, and, hence, dimg- BrK/(W) > dimg Br (W). This implies that the algebra is not free
over A. O

How to verify the fourth computational result. We discuss here the main points of the algorithm
we used to verify the computational result of this section. The main core of the algorithm used is
established in Subsection We remind here the necessary data.

Let W be a complex reflection group with list of reflections and distinguished reflections R and R_dist,
respectively. We have a table F with rows and columns corresponding to hyperplanes of W such that
F[i,jl=trueif H; h Hj, or, otherwise, F[i,j] is a list of positions of reflections in R mapping H; to H;.
Let B stand for a list representing a transverse collection B of W. The list R_B contains the positions of
reflections in R with reflecting hyperplanes in B. Also, the list D_B contains the vectors in ZV*+!, where
N = [R|, representing Dp with respect to the basis ©p = {yss|s € R\Rp} URp U {1}.

Similarly to what we did in the previous section for the set Rel(B), representing it with the list
Rel_Bar, we first construct two lists, Rel and Rel_Tau of vectors in Z", representing the sets Rel(B)
and Rel,(B), respectively, with respect to the basis ©p.

For the list Rel, we add first, for all i € R_B, the vector v(i, N + 1) — v(N + 1,N + 1) to Rel,
including, in this way, all vectors representing the set Rp — 1. Next, forallk =1,..., N+ 1andi,j € B
such that H;, H; ff Hj, (we can test this using the table F) we add the vector ZleF(i,k) v(l,N +1) —

ZleF(j k) v(j, N + 1) to Rel; this vector represents the element O’II}IiHj. In this way we include all

vectors representing the elements of X5, which gives the desired list.
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Now, using the list Rel, verifying condition (F1) amounts to checking whether thereisi=1..., N+1
such that v(i, N + 1) € Rel. For condition (F2.a), verifying the bar condition for an element of ZOp,
represented by a vector in ZN*1, is straightforward using the conjugation of distinguished reflections
and the transversality information of table F.

For the list Rel_Tau, we first construct a list of the pairs (i, j) corresponding to acceptable pairs. This
is straightforward; all necessary relations for transversality and conjugation are contained in the table
F. For the acceptable pairs, we may use the list Smallorbit which contains the lists representing all
B’ ~% B. Given this, for all (i, j) corresponding to acceptable pairs, and k € B such that H;, Hy (i Hy
we add to Rel_Tau the vector >, gy, 5) v([,N +1) — zleF(k,j) v(l, N + 1), which represents the

element Tg;’Hj. This completes the construction of this list.

Now, let Rel_Bar_Tau be the concatenation of Rel_Bar and Rel_Tau. Condition (F2.b) is equivalent
to D_B C ZRel_Bar_Tau. We conclude with the algorithm that we used to check for linear dependence
over Z.

Suppose we have vectors ly,...,l,,v € Z"™. To test whether v belongs to the Z-span of ly,..., 1,
we use standard existing algorithms to obtain the information concerning the Smith Normal Form of a
matrix. Specifically, let A be the n x m matrix with columns [1,...,l,,. Then, the Z-span of l1,...,l,,

is equal to Z™ - A, i.e. the image of Z™ under right multiplication by A. The aforementioned algorithms
for the Smith Normal Form of A provide us with invertible m x m and n X n, respectively, integer
matrices, S and T, and D = diag,,,,(a1,...,a,), such that SAT = D. Thus, v € Z™ - A is equivalent
towv € Z™ - S~'DT~! which is, in turn, equivalent to vT' € Z™ - D, since S~! induces an isomorphism
Z™ — Z™. Now, we can see that, to test if vT" € Z™ - D, we need to check that (vT"); =0 for ¢ > r and
that a;|(vT); for 1 <1 <r, where (vT); is the i-th coordinate of vT'. This concludes the algorithm.

7.3.2. Freeness for Br(Gas). We prove here that the algebra Br(Gag) is free. For this, we remind the
description of the irreducible complex reflection group Gag of Example
Let 21, 22, 23 denote the standard coordinates of C* and ¢ = e’5". Assume that C3 is equiped with
the standard inner product. The group Gag is the subgroup of GL(C?), generated by the following 3
types of distinguished unitary reflections:
(1) t;,i=1,2,3, with reflecting hyperplanes H; with equation z; = 0, and order 3,
(2) twn, K, A = 0,1,2, with reflecting hyperplanes T}, with equation z; +(*25+(*z3 = 0, and order
3, and
(3) (ig)n, for 1 <i# j <3 and k = 0, 1,2, with reflecting hyperplanes H/; : z; = ("z;, and order 2.
If kK = 0, we may omit it from the notation.
Hyperplanes of the form H; and T); » make up one orbit of hyperplanes which we denote by Oy, and
the hyperplanes of the third type form a second orbit Os.

Transversality in Gag.

Lemma 7.12. Every hyperplane in Oy is transverse with exactly 3 hyperplanes of Gag, which all belong
to Oy. Furthermore, if H, H' € Oy are trasverse with the same 3 hyperplanes of Oy, then H = H'.

Proof. For the first statement, we show it for H3 € O; and the general case follows by conjugation.

First, we check the intersection Hs N Hy; = ((0,1,0)). This is clearly a subspace of Hf‘73 for every A
and hence H,, H3 are non-transverse. Also, note that H3 N Hy C Hf:g implies that H3 N Hf:g C H; (all
intersections of two hyperplanes are of co-dimension 2), and hence, Hs is non-transverse with HlA 5 for
all A as well. Similarly, we obtain that Hz (ff Ho and Hj ff HQ):3 for all A.

We check now the intersections Hs NT; » = ((—¢", 1,0)) which can be seen to be a subspace of T},
for every X # A, and so Hs, Ty, » are non-transverse.

Finally, the hyperplanes left to check are the hyperplanes H f‘72, A =0,1,2, which are transverse with
Hj. Indeed, we have Hf‘72 N Hy = ((¢*,1,0)) and one can verify that this is not contained in any
hyperplane other that Hs, Hﬁg. So, Hs is transverse only with Hy s, H{ 5, Hi 5 € Oy.

For the second statement, we verify that Hs is the only hyperplane in O; transverse with H f‘72, A=
0,1,2, and the result follows again by conjugation. To quickly check that, observe that the reflections
t1,to permute the hyperplanes H {\ 5 among themselves and hence, by Lemma[2.§] a hyperplane transverse
with Hﬁg, A =0,1,2 would stay invariant under ¢1,t2. Such a hyperplane is only Hs.

O

Lemma 7.13. The orbit Oy does not contain any pair of transverse hyperplanes.
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Proof. We take again a representative H; 2 € Oz, and we check that it is not transverse with any
hyperplane in Q5. For Hf,Q, A =1,2, we have H1 2N Hf‘72 = ((0,0,1)) C H; and so H172,Hf‘72 are non-
transverse. For H{'3 and any A we have Hy» N H 3 = ((¢*,¢*, 1)) C Hy 5 which yields that Hy s ff H{4
and T} o f T35 as well, completing the result. O

The two above lemmas imply that a transverse collection B contains at most one hyperplane from
each orbit and, consequently, there are no transverse collections of cardinality more than two. As for
collections of cardinality 2, since every hyperplane in O is transverse with exactly 3 hyperplanes in Os,
there are 36 of them, each containing one hyperplane of O; and one of Os. In fact, they all form one
orbit under W, denoted B. For that, notice that it is sufficient to show that all collections containing H3
are conjugate, since every collection is conjugate to one containing Hs. Again, to see that, check that the
transverse collections {Hs, Hy 2}, {Hs, H{ 5}, {Hs, H 5} (see the proof of Lemma for a verification
of their transversality) are conjugate, since to{Hs, H1 2} = {Hs, H{ ,} and t3{Hs, H1 2} = {Hs, H} ,}.
The elements ep for transverse collections of cardinality 2. For a transverse collection B, let
Ann(ep) denote the annihilator of e in Br(W).

Lemma 7.14. Let B, B’ be two transverse collections of Gag of cardinality 2. If B, B’ contain the same
hyperplane of O1, then Ann(ep) = Ann(ep).

Proof. We consider the following collections which serve as convenient representatives for what we demon-
strate: BO = {H3,H1172},Bl = {T070,H1’2},BQ = {T070,H1,3},Bg = {TO,07H273}- Here one may want to
verify that By, Bs, B3 are indeed transverse collections. For By we have Tp o N Hy 2 = ((1,1,—2)) and
one can check that this is not contained in any hyperplane other than Ty o and Hi . For Bs, B3 the
same can be obtained by conjugation from B; with reflections (23), (13) which stabilize Ty ¢ and map
Hi o to Hy 3 and Hy o to Hy 3 respectively.

We show now that Ann(ep,) = Ann(ep,) = Ann(ep,). For that, we compute er, e, in two ways.
First, we find the reflections taking Hs to Ty o; let s be such a reflection. By Lemma[27] the hyperplane
H; contains H3 NTpo = ((1,—1,0)). The only hyperplanes different from Hgs, Tp o containing this last
subspace are Tp.x, A = 1,2 and so, the possible reflections are tgy)\, A, p € {1,2}. To calculate which of
these reflections take H3 to Tpo we use the following formula for a reflection, which uses a root of the
reflection (a vector perpendicular to its reflecting hyperplane). If r is a unitary reflection of V', and u €

(v,u)
(u,u)

A vector perpendicular to Tp y is uy = (1,1,¢*) and since g is the distinguished reflection of Tp x
of order 3, then ¢ ,(v) = v — (1 — Cp)@’gﬂu» Now, to check whether t7 ,(H3) = To,0, it suffices to
check that tgyA(HgL) = To%o- For that, we use the vectors e3 = (0,0,1) and uo = (1,1, 1) that generate
Hj and T, respectively. Let z = —(1 — <p)(e3,_3m) = (¢? —1)(~*/3. We have, t} , (e3) = e3 + zuy =
(0,0,1) + 2(1,1,¢") = (z,2,1 + (). So, t \(Hs) = Too if only if (z,2,1+x¢*) € (1,1,1)) & = =
1+ a¢* & (1 — Mz = 1. The last equation becomes (1 —(*)((, —1)(T* =3 P+ (P + (" =2.
One can verify that this is true only for p = A # 0, which means that there are two reflections taking
Hj to Ty,0, namely f0,1,t(2)72- Let u1,u2 be the respective Brauer parameters of t071,t(2)72. We have,
€Ty 0€By = ZSGRH3~>TU | MsseB, = (n1to + patd o)en,. Also, To o is non-transverse with H{ , € By and

SO €T5,0€Bo = ZSERH%ZHTO .

two, we get (p1to1 + ugtaQ)eBO =0.
We write the last equation as ey, , yp1to,1 = e 230(—;121?3,2). Since p1tp,1 and —ugtaQ are invertible
elements of Z[p®!]W, this implies that:

H,\{0} is such that ru = au where « is some root of unity, then for every v € V,r(v) =v—(1—a) u.

nssen, = 0, since Hll,2 and Ty o belong to different orbits. Combining the

(16) Ann(eto,lBo) = Ann(etaZBo)a

We find the collections toleo,t(%,QBo. Since t011H3 = t(%,QHg = TO,O; we have tO,lBO;taQBO €
{Bi, B2, Bs}. However, note that since 15071,%2 map Hs to Ty and Hj o is transverse with both Hj
and Tp, then by Lemma 28 Hi is invariant under to1,%5,. Thus, since Hi s & Bo, to,1Bo, 5980
do not contain Hy o either, meaning that to1Bo, 15 oBo € {B2, Bs} or equivalently, to1H] 5,15 ,H{ 5 €
{Hi 3, Hs3}. To find hyperplanes to1H{ 5,3 ,H{ 5 we can either use the aforementioned formula for a
unitary reflection or search in the following way. Since for any reflection s mapping H to H’, we have
HNH' C H, (Lemma [27)), which implies H; N H C H’, in order to find the possible images of to,lHiQ,
we can first check which hyperplanes among H 2, Hy 3, Ha 3 contain Hi , NTo1 = ((¢,1,-1—=¢71)) =
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((¢,1,0)). We see that it is only H; 3 and so t071H11,2 = H; 3. In the same way, the intersection
Hl,NTo2=((¢,1,—¢ " = (?)) = ((¢,1,1)) is contained only in Hy 3 and hence, 5 ,H{ 5 = Ha 3. So,
to,Bo = Ba, t§ 3By = B3 and Equation (I6) gives Ann(ep,) = Ann(ep,). Now, observe that for the
reflection (23), which corresponds to permutation of the coordinates 29, z3, we have (23)By = B; and
(23)B3 = Bs and hence, conjugating Equation (I8) by (23) we get Ann(ep,) = Ann(ep,). Thus, we
finally obtain Ann(ep,) = Ann(ep,) = Ann(ep,).

Now, since By, By, Bs are all the collections of cardinality 2 containing Ty o € O7 (Lemma [[12]), by
conjugation, we obtain the result of the statement. (I

Proposition 7.15. Let B be a transverse collection of Gag of cardinality 2. Then eg = 0.

Proof. We first consider a product ey eqy .3 where b',b € Oy and a € Oy is transverse with b. Of course,
if b € B then epeqyqy = deqpqy; otherwise, recall that every hyperplane in O; is determined by the
hyperplanes in Oy with which it is transverse (Lemma [[12)), and so if b # b, then there exists a’ € Oy
transverse with b but not with '. This gives that eyegy oy = ZseRa/ﬁb/ Hsseqp,qy = 0 since b’ and o
belong to different orbits. But Ann(e,)) = Ann(eqp41) and so epeqp oy = 0. Summing up, for all
b, € 01, and a € O, transverse with b, we have:

(17) ebre{bﬂ} == 51,/117 . 563.

Now, we compute ep, ,ep,, where By = {Hs, H{ ,} in two ways, as before, to obtain an invertible element
that annihilates eps for some conjugate B’ of B. For a verification of the mentioned transversality
relations one may go back to the proof of Lemma First of all, Hy 3 (ff Hs, and since Hj g, Hs
belong to different orbits, ey, ,ep, = 0. In addition to that, Hj 3 is non-transverse with H1112 and so

€H, 3By = D _seR HsseB,, which yields that » . issep, = 0. We rewrite this as

1 1
H1Y2~>H1,3 H1Y2~>H1’3

(18) Z €sBoMHsS = 0.

SER
H} 5= Hy3

One can quickly see that (32); is a reflection mapping Hll,2 to Hi 3, and H3 to Hy. By Lemma [Z0]
we know that there is at most one such reflection, so for each s mapping Hll,2 to H; 3 and different
from (32);1, we have sH3 # Hy. This means that for such s, the hyperplane Hs is not contained in
sBg and so em,esp, = 0 (Equation (I7)). So, multiplying Equation ([I8) by e, on the left, we obtain
ZSERH% s €H,€sB, fhsS = 0, which yields de(sa), B, f1(32), (32)1 = 0, or, equivalently, e(s2), g, = 0.

Since, as we showed earlier, all transverse collections of cardinality 2 belong to the same orbit, this
implies that eg = 0. (|

Conclusion. Finally, we can prove the following result.

Proposition 7.16. Let W = Gas. The algebra Br(W) is a free A-module, and the set {wey |H € H,w €
W/Wyt is a basis.

Proof. By Theorem [G.5] for any proper field K, the set {weB’B € CE _w € W/Kg} is a basis for

adm?
Br¥ (G26). As we showed in the discussion preceding the proposition, in Gag there are transverse collec-
tions of cardinality at most 2 and ep = 0 for all transverse collections of cardinality 2. Thus, the above
basis yields, in fact, the basis {weH‘H € H,w € W/K¢m }. By Remark[6.3] for every H € H, the group
Ky is just the pointwise stabilizer Wy of H. Hence, the set {weH|H € H,w e W/Wg} is a basis of
Br (W). We show that it also spans Br(W), which then implies the result.

By Lemma .12, the set {weB|B € C,w € W} spans Br(W). Again, by the discussion before the
proposition, there are no transverse collections of cardinality more than 2, and eg = 0 if B has cardinality
2. Hence, the set {weH’H € H,w € W} spans Br(W). Now, for every H € H and wy, w2 in the same
left coset of Wy, i.e. wy Ywy € Wy, by (B3) of Definition of the Brauer-Chen algebra, we have that
w{lwleH = ey, or, equivalently, wiey = weey. This implies that set {weH‘H € H,w e W/Wg} spans
Br(W), which concludes the proof. O

8. APPENDIX

8.1. Calculation of the order of K for the infinite series. We calculate here the order of the group
Kp that completes the proofs of Propositions and Recall that, in the setting of G(m,p,n), ¢
denotes the primitive m-th root of unity et and z1,.-.,%2n the standard coordinates of C". We begin
with a useful remark.
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Remark 8.1. A matrix of G(m,p,n) can be written uniquely as the product of a permutation matrix and
a diagonal matrix. In fact, if D(m,p,n) denotes the set of all diagonal ones, then we have G(m,p,n) =
G(1,1,n) x D(m,p,n), where G(1,1,n) coincides with the subgroup of permutation matrices. For a
matrix A € G(m,p,n) let P4, D, denote the unique permutation and diagonal, respectively, matrices
for which A = PaD 4.

Proposition 8.2. Let W = G(m,p,n) and B be transverse collection of the form {H[" ,..., H[" }.
Then Kp consists of all matrices in Stab(B) whose product of non-zero entries is 1 and which leave
invariant the coordinates corresponding to the indices not appearing in any hyperplane in B. Furthermore,
the order of Kp is 2"m"'rl.

Proof. First, consider B of the form {H;,,,..., H;,;.}. In the proof of Proposition [6.11] we identified
Kp with the group K% generated by {(ij)|Hi; € B} U{(ii')n(j'j)x|Hij, Hirj € B, € L}, which we
write more concisely as

Ky = (1), (id')(j5")x|Hij, Hyjo € B,k € Z).

Notice that the element (ii’),(jj’), can be written as:

(i) (55" - diag(L, ..., C% 1, . ¢ L, ¢ L, O L),
() ) (@) (")
Denote this element by h,(i,4', ', 7), and by m (4,4, 5/, j) the above diagonal matrix so that hy (3,4, j,j') =
(“I)(J]/)mn(la ilajvj/)- Then hO(ia ilajvj/) = (“I)(j.jl)a and hence, hn(ia ilvjajl) = hO(ia ilvjajl)mn(ia ilvjajl)-
So, we have that

(19) K = (i), (') (55"), mn (i, 7', j. 5') | Hij, Hirje € B).
Now, consider the subgroups
K = (i), (@) (jj")|Hijs Hoy € B)  and K& = (my(i,i', j, )| Hij, Hijr € B),

which generate K%. One can see that Kg) consists of all permutation matrices that stabilize B and
which induce the identity permutation on the coordinates z; for the indices ¢ that do not appear in any
hyperplane in B. The order of this group is, hence, equal to the number of permutations of the indices
appearing in B that leave B stable, which is 2"r!.

For the group K ](32), a quick verification yields that it consists of all diagonal matrcices diag(¢*, ..., ()
for which A\; = A; for all H;; € B,\; = 0 for all i not appearing in B, and such that 2?21 A =0. It

follows that its order is m” 1.

Now, Kg),Kg) consist, respectively, of permutation and diagonal matrices and generate K%. By

Remark R.I] above, this implies that K% = Kg) X Kg), and hence, the order of K% is 2"m"™1rl.

For the description of K% as a subgroup of Stab(B), one needs only verify that a matrix A = P4D, €
G(m,p,n), with D4 = diag(¢*, ..., ), stabilizes B if and only the permutation induced by P4 on the
indices appearing in B stabilizes B and A; = A; for all H;; € B. Comparing this with the description of
Kg), Kg) above, gives the characterization of the statement for B.

Finally, as in the proof of Proposition[6.11], a general transverse collection of the form {H[% ... H" }
R 1J1 trdr
is the image of B under the element [];_, t* € G(m,1,n). Furthermore, as explained in the same proof,

Kyp = gKpg~! for all g € G(m,1,n). This yields the order of Kp for all such transverse collections.
Moreover, the product of the non-zero entries of a monomial matrix A = P4D4 € G(m,p,n) is equal
to its determinant times the sign of the permutation corresponding to P4 matrix, and is, hence, invariant
under conjugation by G(m,1,n). So A € Stab(B) has product of non-zero entries equal to 1 if and only
if the same is true for gAg—! € g Stab(B)g~! = Stab(gB). Similarly, A leaves invariant the coordinates
corresponding to the indices not appearing in B if and only if the corresponding property is true for the
matrix gAg~! and the coordinates corresponding to the indices not appearing in the transverse collection
gB. This implies that the characterization of the statement is invariant under conjugation by elements
of G(m,1,n), and is, hence, true for a general collection of the form {H[* ..., H" }. This concludes

i1J17° rJr

the proof. ([

Proposition 8.3. Let W = G(2,2,n) and B = {H,,j,, H},j,, ..., Hi,j,, H} ; } (with all indices distinct).
Then Kp consists of all matrices in Stab(B) that are diagonal on the lines and rows corresponding to
the indices not appearing in any hyperplane in B. Furthermore, its order is 2771yl
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Proof. In the proof of Proposition we identified Kp with the following subgroup of G(m,p,n):

K% = <(ij1)m (ili)n(ili)m‘rla (ili)ﬁ(jlj)m (j1j2)n(j1j2)n+1>a
with Hyj,, Hy ; € B,k € Z, and 1 < j» < n. Notice that elements of the second form in the above
presentation are obtained by all elements of the fourth form. This, together with a change of variables
for a clearer exposition, yields the following shorter presentation of K%:

((37)r, (191)(J71) k> (jlj2)n(j1j2)n+l‘Hija H; j, € BreZ,1<jy<n)
As in the proof of Proposition 8] above, we have

(’”’1)/{(].71)/{ = (Z’Ll)(]jl) ' dla’g(la s aCKa 17 o 'aCKa 17 o 'a<7K7 15 .. '7§7’€7 15 s )7
(1) () (1) (J1)

and we set hy (1,41, 41,7) = (441)x(541)x and my (4,141, §, 71) the above diagonal matrix, so that h (4,41, j1,j)
= (i11)(j71) -mx(i,41, J,71). Note, again that (ii1)(jj1) = ho(4,41, j1, 7). One can also verify the following
two identities,

(ij)e = (i) - diag(1,...,¢",1,...,¢"1,...,1),
() ©)

and

(jlj?)n(j1j2)n+1 = dla’g(lv ceey g ’ 15 crey §717 15 ey 1)

(1) (42)

Let I4(i,7) = diag(1,...,¢",1,...,¢% 1,...) and ¢ (J1, j2) = (J1J2)x(J172)k+1, and consider the following

() ()
subgroups of K%:

K§) = (i), (1)(51)|Hij, Hiyy, € B)
and
K(BQ) = <ll<é(7:aj)aqli(jlva)va(iailaj7j1)|Hij7Hiljl € B’KI € Z71 S ‘j2 S TL>

By the above, it is clear that the subgroups Kg), Kg) generate K. Furthermore, in view of Remark
BTl since they consist, respectively, of permutation and diagonal matrices, then K = Kg) X Kg).

Now, one can see that K g) consists of all permutation matrices stabilizing B and inducing the identity
permutation on the coordinates z; for i not appearing in any hyperplane in B. Thus, its order equals
the number of permutations of the indices appearing in B that stabilize B, which is 277!

For K g), one can, in fact, verify that it consists of all diagonal matrices diag(¢™,...,¢(*) for which
Yo A =0, Le. all diagonal matrices in G(m, p,n); this group has order 27~1, This yields the order of
KY%, which is 27t~ 1rl,

For the characterization of K% as a subgroup of Stab(B), since all diagonal matrices stabilize B, we
notice that a matrix A = P4D4 € G(2,2,n) stabilizes B if and only if the permutation matrix Py
stabilizes B. By the above, the group K% contains, as Stab(B), all diagonal matrices of G(m,p,n)
together with all permutation matrices stabilizing B, with the extra condition that they induce the
identity permutation on the coordinates z; for indices i not appearing in any hyperplane in B. One can
see that this yields the characterization of the statement. (I

8.2. Table of admissibility and dimensions for the exceptional groups. The following table con-
tains the information of admissibility for all exceptional complex reflection groups. Each row corresponds
to an orbit of transverse collections. The first column shows the cardinality of a representative of the
orbit and the second the cardinality of the orbit. In the third column, we mention the size of the quotient
Stab(B)/Kp. If the corresponding orbit consists of non-admissible collections, then we mark 0 in this
column. If for some cardinality there are no admissible collections of that cardinality, we do not include
the corresponding row in the table at all. Finally, in the last column we mention the dimension of the
Brauer-Chen algebra, as given by the formula:

W+ IBI* - S5/ KB,
B
where B runs through a set of representatives from each orbit of transverse collections (this formula

is directly implied by the formula of Theorem [6.5]). For the groups Gas and Gsq, we include with an
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asterisque the corresponding data for proper fields where p € Ug (recall that p is the quotient of the

parameters corresponding to the two orbits of reflections in these groups).

W | |B| | |B| | |Ss/Kpg| | dimg Br(W) W TIB|] B |Sp/Kp| | dimg Br(W)
Gi| 1] 14 2 56 G | 1 21 8 3,864
1| 4 6 1 12 18
G 264
11 ] 4 6 Gos | 2 12 0/1* 3,272/3,416*
16 4 3 4 2
G 256
611 ] 4 4 o 1 9 72 12,312
1]6 12 2601 12 36 ’
Gr| 1| 4 12 960 Gor | 1 45 24 50,760
1|4 12 1 12 48
Gs | 116 1 240 Gas | 1 | 19 48 14,976
G 1|12 8 1,632 Gag | 1 40 96 161,280
1|6 8 1 60 120
G0 452,025
1|38 12 4 75 1 ’
G1o 1,488
1|6 12 Ga | 1 60 384 1,428,480
1|12 24 1 40 1,296
G| 1|8 24 6,432 o 2 240 0/2* 2,232,320/
1] 6 24 321 3 160 0/2* 2,398,720%*
G| 1 |12 2 336 4 40 2
16 8 1 45 576
G 960
Bl |12 4 Gss | 2 270 2 1,364,769
1 |12 6 5 26 1
G 1,392
i1 )8 6 ’ 1 126 155,520
1|12 12 G| 2 | 2835 18 2,653,218,099
Gis| 1| 8 12 3,648 6 567 1
1|6 24 1 36 720
G| 1 |12 10 2,040 Gss | 2 270 6 1,440,585
1 |30 20 4 135 1
22
Gir | 1 | 12] 20 ,080 T 63 93,040
1 |20 30 2 945 48
Gis | 1 | 19 30 18,120 3 | 3,780 0
1 |30 60 Gss | 3 315 6 139,613,625
Gio| 1 |20 60 90,240 4 | 3,780 0
1|12 60 4 945 2
Ga | 1 |20 6 2,760 7 135 1
1 |30 12 1 120 | 2,903,040
Gorl g 90| 12 16,320 2 | 3780 | 720
G| 1 |30 4 3,840 Gsr | 4 | 113,400 0 53,328,069,225
1 |15 4 4 9450 6
Gas | g | 5 1 1,045 8 | 2025 1
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