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THE REPRESENTATIONS OF THE BRAUER-CHEN ALGEBRA

ILIAS 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, Häring-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 [8] 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 [18]. 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 Häring-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 3.7), 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 4.28 & 5.17, 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 [18] 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
consisting 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 [11], 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 G25, G32 (Propositions 7.4, 7.9, 7.16). 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 7.11). 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 [15] 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 r ∈ 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 Hr.

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 l is an invertible linear transformation of V , then lrl−1 is again a reflection, and
Hlrl−1 = l(Hr).

Definition 2.2 (Complex reflection group). A complex reflection group W is a finite subgroup of GL(VW )
for some complex vector space VW which is generated by reflections. The representation VW 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 VW minus the dimension of the subspace of fixed vectors of W .

For a complex reflection group W ⊆ GL(VW ), one can always assume that there is a positive definite
hermitian form on VW which is stable under W (take any positive definite hermitian form on VW and
normalize it under the finite group W ). A reflection r of VW respecting that form is a unitary or
orthogonal reflection, and it acts on the orthogonal subspace of its reflecting hyperplane H⊥

r as some
root of unity; we will denote by Um 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 Um 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
2πi
m , and is hence

completely determined by H and its order. This is called the distinguished reflection of H .
From here on, W ⊆ GL(VW ) will be a complex reflection group, and VW 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 ⊆ VW 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, Ra→b 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 H1, H2 be distinct reflecting hyperplanes of W . Then
H1, H2 are called transverse if they are the only reflecting hyperplanes of W containing their intersection.
If this is the case, we write H1 ⋔ H2. 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 H1, H2 by H1 6⋔ H2.
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 ⋔ B. Correspondingly, we write H 6⋔ 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 ⋔ 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 VW , 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 H1, H2 be reflecting hyperplanes of W with corresponding roots a1, a2 ∈ VW . Then,
H1, H2 are transverse if and only if no reflecting hyperplane of W other than H1, H2 has a root in the
linear span of a1, a2.

Proof. IfH is a reflecting hyperplane ofW with root a then H1∩H2 ⊆ H is equivalent to H⊥ ⊆ H⊥
1 ⊕H⊥

2

which, is in turn, equivalent to a ∈ 〈a1, a2〉. The result follows. �

Lemma 2.5. Let r1, r2 be unitary reflections of VW with respective reflecting hyperplanes H1, H2. Then
the following are equivalent:

(1) r1, r2 commute,
(2) r1H2 = H2,
(3) H1 = H2 or H⊥

1 ⊥ H⊥
2 .

Proof. For the implication (1) ⇒ (2), if r1, r2 commute, then r1r2r
−1
1 = r2. Since, r1r2r

−1
1 is a reflection

with reflecting hyperplane r1H2, this means that r1H2 = H2.
For (2) ⇒ (3), suppose that r1H2 = H2; then r1H

⊥
2 = H⊥

2 . Using the decomposition H1 ⊕ H⊥
1 of

VW and the action of r1 on H1, H
⊥
1 , one can see that a line of VW is stable under r1 if and only if it is

contained in H1 or H⊥
1 . The latter implies that H⊥

2 ⊆ H1, which is equivalent to H⊥
1 ⊥ H⊥

2 , and the
former that H⊥

1 = H⊥
2 , which is equivalent to H1 = H2.

Finally, for (3) ⇒ (1), both of the conditions H1 = H2 or H⊥
1 ⊥ H⊥

2 imply that r1, r2 commute. To
see that for the latter, in particular, one may use the decomposition H1 ∩H2 ⊕H⊥

1 ⊕H⊥
2 of VW and the

actions of r1, r2 on H1 ∩H2, H
⊥
1 , H⊥

2 . �

Lemma 2.6. Let H1, H2 be transverse reflecting hyperplanes of W with respective reflections r1, r2.
Then r1, r2 commute.

Proof. If r1, r2 do not commute, then, by the previous lemma, r1H2 is different from H2, as well as H1,
since r1H2 = H1 would imply that H2 = r−1

1 H1 = H1 which contradicts transversality of H1, H2. But,
since r1 is the identity on H1 ∩H2 which is contained in H2, then r1H2 contains H1 ∩H2 as well, which
is impossible for H1, H2 transverse. �

The next two lemmas will be used repeatedly. The first one is [5, Lemma 5.4] and [17, Lemma 3.1]
and is stated without proof.

Lemma 2.7. Let H1, H2 be two distinct hyperplanes in some complex vector space, and s a reflection
with reflecting hyperplane H. If sH1 = H2, then H1 ∩H2 ⊆ H. Consequently, if H1, H2 are transverse
reflecting hyperplanes of a complex reflection group W , then there are no reflections in W mapping H1

to H2.

Lemma 2.8. Let V be a complex vector space, on which we fix a positive definite hermitian form. If
H⊥

1 , H⊥
2 ⊥ H⊥, then a unitary reflection s that maps H1 to H2 leaves H invariant. This is especially

the case when H1, H2, H are reflecting hyperplanes of W and H1, H2 are transverse with H.

Proof. Let H ′ be the reflecting hyperplane of s. Since sH1 = H2, then, by Lemma 2.7 above, we have
that H1 ∩H2 ⊆ H ′ which is equivalent to (H ′)⊥ ⊆ H⊥

1 +H⊥
2 . But, since H⊥

1 , H⊥
2 are perpendicular to

H⊥, then so is (H ′)⊥. By Lemma 2.5, we have that sH = H . �
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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 = {H1, H2} and B′ = {H ′
1, H

′
2} be two disjoint collections of transverse hyperplanes

of W . Then, there is at most one reflection mapping H1 to H ′
1 and H2 to H ′

2.

Proof. Let s be a reflection mapping B to B′ and suppose that sH1 = H ′
1, sH2 = H ′

2; we will show that
Hs is determined by H1, H2, H

′
1, H

′
2. Hence, if s′H1 = sH1 and s′H2 = sH2 for some reflection s′ then

Hs′ = Hs. This implies that both s and s′ are powers of some reflection with hyperplane Hs and hence
s−1s′ is either such a reflection as well or the identity. Since s′H2 = sH2, then s−1s′H2 = H2 and so,
if s−1s′ 6= 1, then we have H⊥

s ⊥ H⊥
2 or Hs = H2 (Lemma 2.5) implying, in any case, that sH2 = H2

which is a contradiction; so s′ = s.
To show now that Hs is uniquely determined, since sH1 = H ′

1 6= H1, then, by Lemma 2.7, we have
H1 ∩ H ′

1 ⊆ Hs and, similarly, H2 ∩H ′
2 ⊆ Hs. We will show that H1 ∩ H ′

1 6= H2 ∩H ′
2 and hence, since

these are subspaces of codimension 1 in Hs, we get that Hs is generated by them, which yields the result.
So suppose that H1 ∩ H ′

1 = H2 ∩ H ′
2 = A. Then, A is contained in H1 ∩ H2 and it is of codimension

2 in V , so in fact A = H1 ∩ H2. This yields a contradiction since A is also contained, for example, in
H ′

1 6= H1, H2, and H1, H2 are transverse. �

2.3. Classification of complex reflection groups. The following classical result is Theorem 1.27 of
the book [15] 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(Cn) 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 Um, and whose product of entries lies in Um

p
. The

case where m = p = 1 corresponds to the symmetric group Sn acting on Cn 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, . . . zn denote the standard coordinates of Cn and

ζ = e
2πi
m . The group G(m, p, n) contains at most two classes of distinguished reflections:

(1) for 1 ≤ i 6= j ≤ n, and κ ∈ Z, the reflections (ij)κ with

(ij)κ(z1, . . . , zi, . . . , zj , . . . , zn) = (z1, . . . , ζ
κzj , . . . , ζ

−κzi, . . . , zn)

The reflection (ij)κ has order 2 and its reflecting hyperplane is

Hκ
ij = {(z1, . . . , zn) ∈ Cn

∣

∣zi = ζκzj}.

When there is no ambiguity as to the system of coordinates, we will say that Hκ
ij has equation

zi = ζκzj . Note that, (ij)κ = (ji)−κ, and, if κ ≡ κ′ mod m, then (ij)κ = (ij)κ′ . If κ = 0 we will
just omit it, and write Hij and (ij) for the corresponding hyperplane and reflection, respectively.

(2) if p 6= m, then for 1 ≤ i ≤ n, the reflections ti with

ti(z1, . . . , zn) = (z1, . . . , ζ
pzi, . . . , zn).

Each ti has order m/p, and its corresponding reflecting hyperplane, which we denote by Hi, has
equation zi = 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 6= j, then Hi and Hj are non-transverse and the reflections that map one to the other (in
any order) are the reflections (ij)κ, κ ∈ Z;

(2) Hi′ and Hκ
ij are transverse if and only if i, j 6= i′; even in the case where i′ ∈ {i, j}, there exist

no reflections mapping one to the other;
5



(3) if j1 6= j2, then Hκ1

ij1
and Hκ2

ij2
are non-transverse and the only reflection mapping one to the

other (in any order) is (j1j2)κ2−κ1
;

(4) if {i1, j1} ∩ {i2, j2} = ∅, then Hκ1

i1j1
and Hκ2

i2j2
are transverse;

(5) for (m, p) 6= (2, 2), if i 6= j, then Hκ1

ij and Hκ2

ij are not transverse and the reflections mapping

the former to the latter are (ij)κ, for 2κ ≡ κ1 + κ2 mod m, and tκ1−κ2

i , tκ2−κ1

j , provided that
κ2 − κ1 ≡ 0 mod p.

(6) if (m, p) = (2, 2), then Hij and H1
ij are transverse.

2.3.2. The exceptional groups. The exceptional complex reflection groups form a family of 34 exceptional
groups denoted G4, . . . , G37 of increasing ranks 2 to 8. They contain the Coxeter groups H3

∼= G23, F4
∼=

G28, H4
∼= G30, E6

∼= G35, E7
∼= G36, E8

∼= 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 [15], where these groups
correspond to the primitive unitary reflection groups.

Example 2.12 (Groups G26, G25). The following description of G26, G25 can be found, in the form of
line systems, in [15, 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 z1, z2, z3 denote the standard coordinates of C3 and ζ = e
2πi
3 . Assume that C3 is equiped with

the standard inner product. The group G26 is the subgroup of GL(C3), generated by the following 3
types of distinguished unitary reflections:

(1) ti, i = 1, 2, 3, with reflecting hyperplanes Hi with equation zi = 0, and order 3,
(2) tκ,λ, κ, λ = 0, 1, 2, with reflecting hyperplanes Tκ,λ with equation z1+ζκz2+ζλz3 = 0, and order

3, and
(3) (ij)κ, for 1 ≤ i 6= j ≤ 3 and κ = 0, 1, 2, with reflecting hyperplanes Hκ

i,j : zi = ζκzj , and order 2.
If κ = 0, we may omit it from the notation.

The group G25 is the subgroup of G26 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 δ and µs, s ∈ R, be indeterminates, and set µ := {µs

∣

∣s ∈ R}.

The ring of definition of the Brauer-Chen algebra of W is the ring A = Z[µ±1, δ±1]
/

(µs − µs′
∣

∣s ∼ s′),
where ∼ denotes conjugation with respect to W .

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 eH , H ∈ H, subject to the following relations, where H,H1, H2 ∈ H and w ∈ W :

(B1) e2H = δeH ,
(B2) weHw−1 = ewH ,
(B3) weH = eH , if H ⊆ ker(w − 1),
(B4) eH1

eH2
= eH2

eH1
, if H1 ⋔ H2

(B5) eH1
eH2

=
∑

s∈RH2→H1

µsseH2
, if H1 6⋔ H2

If R is an A-algebra, we denote the R-algebra R⊗A Br(W ) by BrR(W ). When there is no ambiguity as
to R, we will denote the images of δ and µs, s ∈ R in R with the same letters.

Remark 3.3. With the above convention in mind, BrR(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 ⊆ 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’):
eH1

eH2
= eH1

∑

s∈RH2→H1

µss, if H1 6⋔ H2.

Remark 3.6. It is clear from the definition, that Br(W ) is a quotient of the A-algebra A〈H〉 ⋉ 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 kR containing (the image in R of) µ, over which every subgroup of W

splits,
(P3) δ is transcendental over kR, and Frac(R) is a finite extension of kR(δ).

Example 3.8. For any field L of characteristic zero over which every subgroup of W splits (e.g., Q or
C), if R0 is a quotient of L[µ±1]

/

(µs − µs′
∣

∣s ∼ s′) which is a domain, then the ring R = R0[δ
±1] is a

proper ring of definition, where, for example, one can choose kR to be the subfield Frac(R0) of Frac(R).
Two notable choices for R0 are L[µ±1]

/

(µs − µs′
∣

∣s ∼ s′) and its quotient L[µ±1]
/

(µs − µs′
∣

∣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 BrK(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 BrK(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 eB the element
∏

H∈B eH of BrK(W );
this product is well defined since eH , eH′ commute for transverse H,H ′. If B is empty, then we assume
that eB = 1.

Remark 4.1. By relation (B2) of BrK(W ), it is clear that for w ∈ W we have weBw
−1 = ewB.

Remark 4.2. Since we can rearrange the factors in eB, we have the following multiplication property
(see also Definition 3.2). If H ∈ B, then eHeB = δeB (rearrange the factors of eB so that eH is first). If
H ⋔ B, then B ∪ {H} is a collection of transverse hyperplanes and eHeB = eB∪{H}. Finally, if H 6⋔ H ′

for some H ′ ∈ B, then eHeB =
∑

s∈RH′→H
µsseB (rearrange the factors of eB so that eH′ is first). With

a symmetric argument we can obtain a similar result for the product eBeH , with the only difference
arising in the last case, where we get eBeH = eB

∑

s∈RH→H′
µss (see Remark 3.5).

Definition 4.3. Let V be a BrK(W )-module and B a transverse collection. The collection B will be
called V -maximal if it is maximal with the property that eBV 6= 0. The subspace eBV will be denoted
by VB .

Remark 4.4. By Remark 4.1, one can see that for w ∈ W we have VwB = wVB 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 eHV = 0 for all H ∈ H.

Lemma 4.6. Let V be a BrK(W )-module and B a V -maximal collection. Then, for all v ∈ VB and
H ∈ H we have:

(1) eHv =











δv, if H ∈ B,

0, if H ⋔ B,
∑

s∈RH′→H
µssv, if H 6⋔ H ′, H ′ ∈ B

Proof. Since VB = eBV , the verification of the formula is immediate from Remark 4.2. �

We will show that if V is simple, then it is the direct sum of the subspaces VB 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 kK
containing the parameters µ, and over which all subgroups of W split. Also, K is a finite extension of
kK(δ).
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Lemma 4.7. Let V be a kK(δ)W -module. Then, there is a degree map deg : V → Z ∪ {−∞} such that
deg δlv = deg v + l and deg xv ≤ deg v for all v ∈ V and x ∈ kKW . Also, deg v = −∞ if and only if
v = 0.

Proof. We define the degree of a rational function in δ 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 kK(δ)W -module. Since W splits over kK , there exists a kKW -form of V , namely a kKW -
submodule V ′ of V such that the natural homomorphism kK(δ)⊗kK

V ′ → V is an isomorphism (in fact,
this is true for any field kK , for a proof see [18, Lemma 5.1]). Let v1, . . . , vn be a basis of V ′. Then,
the aforementioned degree map on kK(δ) can be extended to kK(δ) ⊗kK

V ′ setting deg(
∑n

i λi ⊗ vi) =
max{degλi, i = 1, . . . , n} for all λ1, . . . , λn ∈ kK(δ). This degree satisfies the properties of the statement.

To verify that deg xv ≤ v for all v ∈ V, x ∈ kKW , notice that multiplication on V by elements of kK
does not raise the degree and that the action of a w ∈ W on V with respect to the basis 1⊗v1, . . . , 1⊗vn
is given by a matrix with coefficients in kK since V ′ is a kKW -module. �

Definition 4.8. Let V be a BrK(W )-module and B an orbit under the action of W on V -maximal
collections. The sum of the subspaces VB, B ∈ B will be denoted VB.

Proposition 4.9. Let V be a BrK(W )-module and B an orbit of V -maximal collections. Then,

(1) VB = ⊕B∈BVB,
(2) for any B ∈ B, the set Stab(VB) := {w ∈ W

∣

∣wVB = VB} coincides with Stab(B) (recall that
Stab(B) denotes the stabilizer of B in W );

(3) VB is a BrK(W )-submodule of V , and ResKW (VB) ∼= IndKW
K Stab(B)(VB).

Proof. On V , which is naturally a finite dimensional kK(δ)W -module (recall that K is a finite extension
of kK(δ)), we fix a degree as in Lemma 4.7. Let v =

∑

B∈B vB , with vB ∈ VB and suppose that v = 0.
Fix a hyperplane H . The element eH acts as multiplication by δ on vB if H ∈ B, and by some element
of kKW otherwise, according to Lemma 4.6.

Since v = 0, we have that
∑

B∈B,H∈B vB = −
∑

B∈B,H 6∈B vB. In particular, the degrees of the two
sides are equal. Suppose that both sides are non zero. On the left hand side, eH acts by δ and hence
raises the degree by 1, while on the right hand side, acting by some element of kKW on every vB with
H 6∈ B, it does not raise its degree which leads to a contradiction. So the two sides should be equal to 0
meaning that v =

∑

B∈B,H∈B vB = 0. Doing the same, now for all H in some fixed collection B ∈ B, we
get that vB is zero. So, vB = 0 for all B ∈ B.

Property (1) implies especially that the subspaces VB are distinct, which implies (2).
From (1) and (2), it is clear that the KW -module VB∈B = ⊕BVB (Definition 4.8) is isomorphic to the

induced KW -module IndKW
K Stab(B)(VB), for any B ∈ B. Also, by Lemma 4.6, every element of BrK(W )

acts on each VB as some element of KW , which implies that VB is, in fact, a BrK(W )-submodule of
V . �

Remark 4.10. Note that the BrK(W )-submodule VB is completely determined by the K Stab(B)-
module VB : as a KW -module it is induced by VB, and Lemma 4.6 gives the action of the elements
eH , H ∈ H. We construct all such modules in the next subsection.

Lemma 4.11. Let V be a BrK(W )-module and B an orbit of V -maximal collections, such that V = VB.
Then, for every transverse collection C, we have eCV = ⊕B∈B,C⊆BVB . In particular, eCV 6= 0 if and
only if C ⊆ B for some B ∈ B.

Proof. From Equation 1 of Lemma 4.6 one can see that for any H and B′ ∈ B we have eHVB′ ⊆
⊕B∈B,H∈BVB . We also see that eH acts as multiplication by δ on ⊕B∈B,H∈BVB. So, since V = ⊕B′∈BVB′ ,
then eHV = ⊕B∈B,H∈BVB . Now, if H1, H2 are transverse, then eH1

eH2
V = eH1

V ∩ eH2
V . To see why

this is, recall that eH1
, eH2

commute since H1, H2 are transverse (Definition 3.2). This implies that
eH1

eH2
V ⊆ eH1

V ∩ eH2
V . On the other hand, since both eH1

, eH2
act on eH1

V ∩ eH2
V as scalar

multiplcation by δ, we obtain that eH1
V ∩ eH2

V ⊆ eH1
eH2

V , which yields equality of the two subspaces.
Hence,

(2) eCV = ∩H∈C(⊕B∈B,H∈BVB) = ⊕B∈B,C⊆BVB

�
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Corollary 4.12. Let V be a BrK(W )-module and B an orbit of V -maximal collections such that V = VB.
Then, B is the only orbit of V -maximal collections.

Proof. By Lemma 4.11, eCV 6= 0 if and only if C ⊆ B for some B ∈ B. Hence, if C is V -maximal, then
C ∈ B. �

Proposition 4.13. Let V be a BrK(W )-module and B an orbit of V -maximal collections. Then V is
simple if and only if V = VB and VB 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 [18, Proposition 5.4].

By Definition 4.3 the subspace VB and, hence, the BrK(W )-submodule VB of V are non-zero. So, if
V is simple, then V = VB. Furthermore, if V ′

B is a proper and non-zero K Stab(B)-submodule of VB for
some B ∈ B, then, since every eH acts on every VB as an element of KW (Lemma 4.6), the subspace

⊕w∈W/Stab(B)wV
′
B is stable under eH and is, hence, a proper and non-zero BrK(W )-submodule of V .

So, if V is a simple BrK(W )-module, then VB 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 = VB. Again, V is naturally a finite
dimensional kK(δ)W -module; fix, hence, a degree on V as in Lemma 4.7.

Suppose that VB is a simple K Stab(B)-module for some B and let v ∈ VB\{0}. Then K Stab(B)v =

VB , and so BrK(W )v contains BrK(W )V K
B = V . We will show that for every non zero v ∈ V , there

exists B ∈ B such that eBv 6= 0. As a consequence, BrK(W )v contains an element of some VB, in which

case, as we just showed, BrK(W )v = V .
Let v ∈ V \{0} and write v =

∑

B∈B vB where vB ∈ VB (recall that V = VB). Let vB0
be a term of

highest degree. If eB0
v = 0, then:

eB0
vB0

= −
∑

B∈B\{B0}

eB0
vB .

Now, since vB0
is nonzero, the left hand side is equal to δ|B0|vB0

and has a degree of |B0|+deg vB0
6=

−∞. Since, for B 6= B0, eB0
vB has a degree of at most deg vB + |B0| − 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, eB0
v 6= 0 and,

hence, Br(W )v = V .
For the absolute irreducibility, suppose that V is simple; hence, V = VB and VB is a simple K Stab(B)-

module for all B ∈ B. We need to show that, for any algebraic extension K ′ of K, the BrK
′

(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 3.7) 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 ′

B and V ′
B is

a simple K ′ Stab(B)-module for some B ∈ B, then V ′ is simple.
First of all, for all eH we have eHV ′ = eH(K ′ ⊗K V ) = K ′ ⊗K eHV and, hence, eBV

′ = K ′ ⊗K eBV .
From this it is clear that B is an orbit of V ′-maximal collections as well, and that V ′

B = K ′ ⊗K VB for
all B ∈ B. Since V = VB = ⊕B∈BVB , then V ′ decomposes as V ′ = ⊕B∈B(K

′ ⊗K VB), and the latter
is equal to V ′

B by the previous comment. Furthermore, since VB is a simple K Stab(B)-module and K
already contains kK , over which Stab(B) splits, then V ′

B = K ′ ⊗K V ′
B is a simple K ′ Stab(B)-module.

Hence, V ′ is a simple BrK
′

(W )-module. �

Proposition 4.14. Let V, V ′ be two BrK(W )-modules with respective orbits of maximal collections B,B′,
such that V = VB and V ′ = V ′

B′ . Then V and V ′ are isomorphic if and only if B = B′ and VB, V
′
B are

isomorphic K Stab(B)-modules for some (hence, for all) B ∈ B.

Proof. Let B be a collection of transverse hyperplanes. If the BrK(W )-modules V and V ′ are isomorphic,
then eBV 6= 0 if and only if eBV

′ 6= 0, which, by Lemma 4.11, implies that B = B′. Now if B ∈ B, it is
clear that a BrK(W )-isomorphism V → V ′ induces a K Stab(B)-isomorphism VB = eBV → eBV

′ = V ′
B .

Conversely, as mentioned in Remark 4.10 the K Stab(B)-module VB completetely determines the

BrK(W )-module VB. So, if VB , V
′
B are isomorphic K Stab(B)-modules, for some B, then V, V ′ are

isomorphic BrK(W )-modules. �

The above result implies that simple BrK(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 BrK(W )-modules.
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4.2. Construction of simple modules of BrK(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 VB 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 AnnKW (y) := {x ∈ KW
∣

∣xy = 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 V̂ denote the image of V inside the induced module

IndKW
K Stab(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 AnnKW (eB) · V̂ = 0 (here eB is considered as an element of the KW -module

BrK(W )). If there is at least one admissible pair (B, V ) with V 6= 0, then the collection B will be called
K-admissible, or just admissible. The set of K-admissible collections will be denoted by CK

adm.

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 H1, H2, H ∈ H, we define the following element of Z[µ]W :

σH
H1,H2

:=
∑

s∈RH1→H

µss−
∑

s∈RH2→H

µss.

For B ∈ C and H ∈ H, we define the set

ΣH
B := {σH

H1,H2

∣

∣H1, H2 ∈ B,H1, H2 6⋔ H}.

Finally, we define the sets

ΣB := ∪H∈HΣH
B and Rel(B) := (RB − 1) ∪ΣB ,

where RB := {r ∈ R
∣

∣Hr ∈ B} and RB − 1 = {r − 1
∣

∣r ∈ RB}.

Remark 4.18. One can see that wσH
H1,H2

w−1 = σwH
wH1,wH2

for all w ∈ W and H1, H2, H ∈ H. Fur-

thermore, H1, H2 6⋔ H if and only if wH1, wH2 6⋔ wH . This implies that wΣBw
−1 = ΣwB. It is also

straightforward to verify the same property for the set RB − 1, which yields wRel(B)w−1 = Rel(wB).

Lemma 4.19. Let B ∈ C. Then, Rel(B) ⊆ AnnKW (eB)

Proof. By defining relation (B3) of BrK(W ), we have that reHr
= eHr

, for all r ∈ R. So, if r ∈
RB , then rearranging the factors of eB so that eHr

comes first, we get that reB = eB. This gives
the inclusion RB − 1 ⊆ AnnKW (eB). Now, recall that if H ′ ∈ B is non-transverse with H , then
eHeB =

∑

s∈RH′→H
µsseB (Remark 4.2). Hence, for H1, H2 ∈ B non-transverse with H , we have

σH
H1,H2

eB = eHeB − eHeB = 0, i.e. σH
H1,H2

∈ AnnKW (eB). This gives the inclusion ΣB ⊆ AnnKW (eB),
which concludes the proof. �

4.2.2. The construction of the BrK(W )-module (B
∣

∣V ). For the rest of this subsection, we fix B0 ∈ C and

a K Stab(B0)-module V0 with the only assumption that Rel(B0)V̂0 = 0.

Let B be the orbit of B0, and set V := IndKW
K Stab(B0) V0. Then, V is the direct sum of the subspaces

wV̂0, w ∈ W . Since wV̂0 depends only on the left coset w Stab(B0), or, equivalently, the collection wB0,

we denote it by V B, where B = wB0. In particular, V̂0 = V B0 . So, we have V = ⊕B∈BV
B.

Since Rel(B0)V̂0 = 0, by conjugation, we have Rel(B)V B = 0 for all B ∈ B. Now notice that for every
H ∈ H, the relations ΣH

B · V B = 0 imply that we can define an operator εH,B on V B by:

(3) εH,Bv :=











δv, if H ∈ B,

0, if H ⋔ B,
∑

s∈RH′→H
µssv, if H 6⋔ H ′, H ′ ∈ B.

Since V = ⊕B∈BV
B, this extends to an operator εH on V , whose restriction on each V B equals εH,B,

for every H ∈ H. We will show that this makes V a BrK(W )-module. Before that, we have two rather

technical but very useful lemmas. For B′ ∈ B let ε
(B′)
H be the projection of εH onto V B′

, i.e. for v ∈ V B ,
10



(4) ε
(B′)
H v :=











δBB′ · δv, if H ∈ B,

0, if H ⋔ B,
∑

s∈RH′→H,B→B′
µssv, if H 6⋔ H ′, H ′ ∈ B,

where δBB′ is the Kronecker delta for B,B′, i.e. 0 or 1 if B 6= B′ and B = B′, respectively.

Lemma 4.20. Let B,B′ ∈ B be such that RB→B′ 6= ∅, and let H,H ′ be distinct hyperplanes belonging
to B,B′ respectively. Then, H ⋔ H ′ if and only if H or H ′ belongs to B ∩B′.

Proof. Let s ∈ RB→B′ , and suppose that H ′ 6∈ B. If H ⋔ H ′, then by Lemma 2.7, RH→H′ = ∅, and
hence, sH 6= H ′. So, H ′ = sH ′′ for some H ′′ ∈ B other than H . Now, since H ′′, H ′ ⋔ H and sH ′′ = H ′,
then, by Lemma 2.8, we have H = sH ∈ B′.

Conversely, if H ∈ B′, and H 6= H ′, then, of course, H ⋔ H ′. �

Lemma 4.21. Let B,B′ ∈ B, and H ′ ∈ H, such that H ′ 6⋔ B. Then, for all v ∈ V B, we have

εH′v =
∑

s∈R,H′∈sB

1

|B\sB|
µssv,

and

ε
(B′)
H′ v = δH′∈B′ ·

∑

s∈RB→B′

1

|B\B′|
µssv,

where δH′∈B′ is 1 if H ′ ∈ B′ and 0 otherwise. Finally, if H1, H2 ∈ B′ are non-transverse with B, then

ε
(B′)
H1

v = ε
(B′)
H2

v.

Proof. For every H ∈ B such that H 6⋔ H ′, of which, by assumption, there is at least 1, we have
εH′v =

∑

s∈RH→H′
µssv. So, if we denote by N(H ′, B) the number of H ∈ B,H 6⋔ H ′, we get

εH′v =
1

N(H ′, B)
·

∑

s∈R,H′∈sB

µssv,

and Lemma 4.20 implies that N(H ′, B) = |B\sB|, for any s ∈ R such that sB contains H ′.
So,

εH′v =
∑

s∈R,H′∈sB

1

|B\sB|
µssv

Taking the projection of the two sides onto the subspace V B′

gives:

ε
(B′)
H′ v =

∑

s∈RB→B′ ,H′∈sB

1

|B\sB|
µssv = δH′∈B′ ·

∑

s∈RB→B′

1

|B\B′|
µssv,

with the convention that if B = B′ (in which case 1/|B\B′| is not defined), since H ′ 6∈ B, i.e. δH′∈B′ = 0,
the last expression equals 0.

Finally, if H1, H2 ∈ B′ are not transverse with B, then, applying the last equality for H1, H2 gives:

ε
(B′)
H1

v =
∑

s∈RB→B′

1

|B\B′|
µssv = ε

(B′)
H2

v.

�

Theorem - Definition 4.22. Mapping eH 7→ εH , H ∈ H makes V a BrK(W )-module, i.e. the operators

εH satisfy the defining relations of BrK(W ):

(B1) ε2H = δεH ,
(B2) wεHw−1 = εwH ,
(B3) wεH = εH , if H ⊆ ker(w − 1),
(B4) εH1

εH2
= εH2

εH1
, if H1 ⋔ H2,

(B5) εH1
εH2

=
∑

s∈RH2→H1

µssεH2
, if H1 6⋔ H2,

for all w ∈ W and H1, H2, H ∈ H. The BrK(W )-module V is denoted (B0

∣

∣V0) (we remind that the pair

(B0, V0) is such that Rel(B0)V̂0 = 0).
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Proof. Notice, first of all, that the definition of εH implies that εHV ⊆ ⊕B∈B,H∈BV
B. In fact, since εH

acts as multiplication by δ on V B if H ∈ B, we have εHV = ⊕B∈B,H∈BV
B, and we also get the first

relation.
For (B2), we verify that it holds on each V B; this suffices, since V = ⊕B∈BV

B. Let B ∈ B, v ∈ V B

and w ∈ W . There are three cases to consider. For the first, let wH ∈ B, which implies that εwHv = δv.

Then H ∈ w−1B, and since w−1v ∈ V w−1B, we have wεHw−1v = wεH(w−1v) = wδw−1v = δv = εwHv.

For the second, let wH ⋔ B implying that εwHv = 0. Then, H ⋔ w−1B, and, since w−1v ∈ V w−1B ,
we have wεHw−1v = wεH(w−1v) = 0 = εwHv. Finally, for the third case, let wH be non-transverse
with some H ′ ∈ B. Hence, εwHv =

∑

s∈RH′→wH
µssv. Now, H is non-transverse with w−1H ′ ∈ w−1B

and, computing as before, we have wεHw−1v =
∑

s∈R
w−1H′→H

µsw
−1swv. As s runs through Rw−1H→H

the element wsw−1 runs through RH′→wH ; also, by their definition µs = µwsw−1 . So, wεHw−1v =
∑

s∈RH′→wH
µssv = εwHv.

For (B3), if H ⊆ ker(w−1), and w 6= 1, then w is a reflection with hyperplane H . Now w−1 ∈ RB−1
for every B ∈ B containing Hw = H , and, since RB − 1 is contained in Rel(B), which, by assumption,
annihilates V B , then (w−1)V B = 0. Since εHV = ⊕B∈B,H∈BV

B , this gives (w−1)εH = 0, or wεH = εH .

For (B5), if H1 6⋔ H2, then, for every B ∈ B containing H2 and v ∈ V̂ B , we have εH1
v =

∑

s∈RH1→H2

µssv. Since εH2
V = ⊕B∈B,H2∈BV

B, the property follows.

We show now (B4), i.e. εH1
εH2

= εH2
εH1

if H1 ⋔ H2, proving the relation on V B, for every B ∈ B.
For the rest of the proof, fix a B ∈ B and a v ∈ V B. We distinguish four cases. The proof of the first
three is relatively short.

(1) H1 ∈ B, which implies that εH1
v = δv. If H2 ⋔ B or H2 ∈ B, then εH2

v = 0 or δv, respectively;
in any case, it commutes with εH1

. So suppose that H2 is non-transverse with some H ∈ B,
which implies that εH2

v =
∑

s∈RH→H2

µssv. Now, since H,H2 ⋔ H1, then, by Lemma 2.8, for

all s ∈ RH→H2
, we have H1 = sH1 ∈ sB. Since sv ∈ V sB, this implies that εH1

(sv) = δsv for
all s ∈ RH→H2

, and, hence, εH1
εH2

v = δ
∑

s∈RH→H2

µssv = εH2
δv = εH2

εH1
v.

(2) H1 ⋔ B, which implies that εH1
v = 0. As before, if H2 ⋔ B or H2 ∈ B, then εH2

v = 0 or δv,
respectively, and εH1

, εH2
commute.

So, suppose H2 6⋔ H ∈ B, and, hence, εH2
v =

∑

s∈RH→H2

µssv. As before, by Lemma 2.8,

since H,H2 ⋔ H1, if s ∈ RH→H2
, then sH1 = H1, which implies that H1 = sH1 ⋔ sB. Hence,

εH1
V sB = 0, for all s ∈ RH→H2

, and, so, εH1
εH2

v = 0 = εH2
εH1

v.
(3) There are H ′

1, H
′
2 ∈ B, such that H ′

1 is non-transverse with H1 but transverse with H2, and
H ′

2 is non-transverse with H2 but transverse with H1. Then, εH1
v =

∑

s∈RH′
1
→H1

µssv and

εH2
v =

∑

s∈RH′
2
→H2

µssv. Again, by Lemma 2.8, since H ′
1, H2 ⋔ H ′

2, if s ∈ RH′

1
→H1

, then

H ′
2 = sH ′

2 ∈ sB, and, so, εH2
sv =

∑

s′∈RH′
2
→H2

µs′s
′sv. Hence,

εH2
εH1

v =
∑

s∈RH′
1
→H1

s′∈RH′
2
→H2

µsµs′ss
′v.

With the same reasoning, we obtain the same result for εH1
εH2

v.

So now, we can assume that there is H ∈ B non-transverse with both H1 and H2. To lighten the
notation, for the rest of the proof, s and s′ will always denote reflections, and we will omit mentioning
s, s′ ∈ R, which will be assumed for every sum. Also, for H ′ ∈ H let BH′ be the set of elements of B
that contain H ′. We will be using the results of Lemma 4.21 repeatedly. The rest of the proof is rather
long but most of it is a detailed regrouping of certain sums. We have:

εH2
εH1

v = εH2

∑

sB∈BH1

1

|B\sB|
µssv =

∑

sB∈BH1
∩BH2

δ

|B\sB|
µssv +

∑

sB∈BH1
\BH2

s′sB∈BH1
∩BH2

µs′µs

|B\sB||sB\s′sB|
s′sv.

=
∑

sB∈BH1
∩BH2

δ

|B\sB|
µssv +Σ1v,

where Σ1 :=
∑

sB∈BH1
\BH2

s′sB∈BH1
∩BH2

µs′µs

|B\sB||sB\s′sB|s
′s. Similarly, we compute,
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εH1
εH2

v =
∑

sB∈BH1
∩BH2

δ

|B\sB|
µssv +Σ2v,

where Σ2 :=
∑

sB∈BH2
\BH1

s′sB∈BH1
∩BH2

µs′µs

|B\sB||sB\s′sB|s
′s. The first term in both sums being the same, we need to

show that Σ1v = Σ2v. For convenience, let f(s′, s) := µs′µs

|B\sB||sB\s′sB|s
′s, which makes sense as long as

B 6= sB and sB 6= s′sB.
The following rearrangement of Σ1 just amounts to writing BH1

\BH2
= BH1

\(BH1
∩BH1

) while adding
the condition s′sB 6= sB, which is true for the set of summation of Σ1, but not for the following sums.
We have:

Σ1 =
∑

sB∈BH1
\BH2

s′sB∈BH1
∩BH2

f(s′, s) =
∑

sB∈BH1

s′sB∈BH1
∩BH2

s′sB 6=sB

f(s′, s)−
∑

sB∈BH1
∩BH2

s′sB∈BH1
∩BH2

s′sB 6=sB

f(s′, s) = S1 −
∑

sB∈BH1
∩BH2

s′sB∈BH1
∩BH2

s′sB 6=sB

f(s′, s),

where S1 :=
∑

sB∈BH1

s′sB∈BH1
∩BH2

s′sB 6=sB

f(s′, s), and, in the same way Σ2 = S2 −
∑

sB∈BH1
∩BH2

s′sB∈BH1
∩BH2

s′sB 6=sB

f(s′, s), where

S2 :=
∑

sB∈BH2

s′sB∈BH1
∩BH2

s′sB 6=sB

f(s′, s).

Again, the second terms of the final expressions for Σ1,Σ2 are the same, and, so, it suffices to show
that S1v = S2v. We have:

S1v =
∑

sB∈BH1

s′sB∈BH1
∩BH2

s′sB 6=sB

µs′µs

|B\sB||sB\s′sB|
s′sv =

∑

sB∈BH1

s′sB∈BH1
∩BH2

s′sB 6=sB

µs′s
′

|sB\s′sB|
·

µss

|B\sB|
v

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

S1v =
∑

b∈BH1











∑

s′b∈BH1
∩BH2

s′b6=b

µs′s
′

|b\s′b|
·
∑

sB=b

µss

|B\b|
v











=
∑

b∈BH1











∑

s′b∈BH1
∩BH2

s′b6=b

µs′s
′

|b\s′b|
·

∑

sH=H1,sB=b

µssv











=
∑

b∈BH1

∑

sH=H1

sB=b
s′sB∈BH1

∩BH2

s′b6=b

µs′s
′

|b\s′b|
µssv =

∑

sH=H1

s′sB∈BH1
∩BH2

s′sB 6=sB

µs′s
′

|sB\s′sB|
µssv

Again, we just perform two regroupings of the terms in the last sum with respect to the sets s′sB = b′

and s−1b′ = b′′:

S1v =
∑

b′∈BH1
∩BH2

∑

sH=H1

sB 6=b′

s′sB=b′

µs′s
′

|sB\b′|
µssv =

∑

b′∈BH1
∩BH2

∑

b′′∈B

∑

sH=H1

sB 6=b′

sb′′=b′

s′sB=b′

µs′s
′

|sB\b′|
µssv

=
∑

b′∈BH1
∩BH2

∑

b′′∈B
b′′ 6=B

∑

sH=H1

sb′′=b′

s′sB=b′

µs′s
′

|sB\b′|
µssv.
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For the passage to the last sum, since in the innermost summation, the third condition is sb′′ = b′,
then the second condition, i.e. sB 6= b′ becomes b′ 6= B, which we can take out to the second sum as we
did in the last expression. In the same way for S2, we get:

(5) S2v =
∑

b′∈BH1
∩BH2

∑

b′′∈B
b′′ 6=B

∑

sH=H2

sb′′=b′

s′sB=b′

µs′s
′

|sB\b′|
µssv.

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 b′ ∈ BH1

∩ BH2
, and b′′ ∈ B with b′′ 6= B, we have

∑

sH=H1

sb′′=b′

s′sB=b′

µs′s
′

|sB\b′|
µssv =

∑

sH=H2

sb′′=b′

s′sB=b′

µs′s
′

|sB\b′|
µssv.

(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

∑

sH=H1

sb′′=b′

s′sB=b′

1

|sB\b′|
µs′s

′µssv =
∑

sH=H1

sb′′=b′

s′sB=b′

1

|sB\b′|
µs′µss(s

−1s′s)v =
∑

sH=H1

sb′′=b′

aB=b′′

1

|B\b′′|
µaµssav

=
∑

sH=H1

sb′′=b′

µss
∑

aB=b′′

µaa

|B\b′′|
v =

∑

sH=H1

sb′′=b′

µssv0

where v0 =
∑

aB=b′′
µaa

|B\b′′|v. For the passage to the second line, when s′ runs through all reflections that

take sB to b′, then a = s−1s′s runs through all reflections mapping B to b′′; also, µa = µs′ , since a and
s′ are conjugate, and |sB\b′| = |s−1sB\s−1b′| = |B\b′′|.

Correspondingly, the right-hand side of Equation (6) equals
∑

sH=H2

sb′′=b′
µssv0.

Now, notice that v0 ∈ V b′′ and recall that H ∈ b′′. So, by Lemma 4.21,
∑

sH=H1

sb′′=b′
µssv0 = ε

(b′′)
H1

v0

which, by the same lemma equals ε
(b′′)
H2

v0 =
∑

sH=H2

sb′′=b′
µssv0, since H ∈ b′′ is not transverse with H1, H2.

This concludes the proof. �

Proposition 4.23. If V0 6= 0, then the transverse collection B0 is a (B0

∣

∣V0)-maximal collection, for

which (B0

∣

∣V0)B ∼=K Stab(B0) V0. Furthermore, (B0

∣

∣V0) = (B0

∣

∣V0)B (see Definition 4.8).

Proof. The element eH acts on (B0

∣

∣V0) as εH , and, as we remarked in the beginning of the proof of

the previous proposition, εH(B0

∣

∣V0) = ⊕B∈B,H∈BV
B. Now since eH1

, eH2
commute for H1 ⋔ H2,

then, for any B′ ∈ C, we have eB′(B0

∣

∣V0) = ∩H∈B′eH(B0

∣

∣V0) = ⊕B∈B,B′⊆BV
B. In particular, for

B ∈ B we have eB(B0

∣

∣V0) = V B, and, so eB0
(B0

∣

∣V0) = V B0 = V̂0
∼=K Stab(B0) V0. Also, for all

B′ ∈ B such that B0 ⊂ B′ we get eB′(B0

∣

∣V0) = 0, which implies that B0 is (B0

∣

∣V0)-maximal. Finally,

(B0

∣

∣V0) = ⊕B∈BV
B = ⊕B∈B(B0

∣

∣V0)B = (B0

∣

∣V0)B. �

Remark 4.24. One can see from the above proposition and Remark 4.16 that if B0 is the empty
collection, this construction turns all KW -modules into BrK(W )-modules where all eH , H ∈ H act as
zero.

4.3. Conclusions. In this subsection, we combine the results of Subsections 4.1 and 4.2 and obtain the
classification of simple BrK(W )-modules.

Proposition 4.25. Let B ∈ C and V a K Stab(B)-module. Then there exists a BrK(W )-module V ′ with
maximal collection B and such that V ′

B 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)V̂ = 0.

Proof. If (B, V ) is admissible, i.e. AnnKW (eB)V̂ = 0, then, since Rel(B) ⊆ AnnKW (eB), we get

that Rel(B)V̂ = 0. In that case, the BrK(W )-module (B
∣

∣V ) satisfies the properties of the statement,
by Proposition 4.23. Conversely, suppose that a module V ′, as in the first statement, exists. Since
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VB = eBV , then AnnKW (eB)VB = 0, and, since VB ⊆ VB = ⊕w∈W/ Stab(B)wVB , where B is the W -orbit

of B (Proposition 4.9), then AnnKW (eB)V̂B = 0. Since VB and V are isomorphic as K Stab(B)-modules,

we have AnnKW (eB)V̂ = 0, and, hence (B, V ) is admissible.
For the second part of the statement, since Rel(B) ⊆ AnnKW (eB), then if (B, V ) is admissible we

have Rel(B)V̂ = 0. For the converse, if Rel(B)V̂ = 0, then the module (B
∣

∣V ) satisfies the properties of
the statement, and hence (B, V ) is admissible. �

Proposition 4.23 tells us that the module (B
∣

∣V ) satisfies the conditions for most of the results of
Subsection 4.1.

Proposition 4.26. Let (B, V ) be an admissible pair. Then the BrK(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 4.23, the BrK(W )-module (B
∣

∣V ) satisfies the conditions of Proposition 4.13, and
the result follows from the latter proposition. �

Proposition 4.27. Let V be a BrK(W )-module, and B an orbit of V -maximal collections. Then, the

pair (B, VB) is admissible and the BrK(W )-module VB is isomorphic to (B
∣

∣VB), for every B ∈ B. As a

consequence, V contains a module isomorphic to (B
∣

∣VB).

Proof. Proposition 4.25 implies that the pair (B, VB) is admissible. Now, both modules VB and (B
∣

∣VB)
satisfy the conditions of Proposition 4.14 (the latter by Proposition 4.23), which implies the result. �

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 wρV w

−1 is
isomorphic to ρV ′ , where ρV , ρV ′ are the representations corresponding to V, V ′, respectively.

Theorem 4.28 (Simple modules of BrK(W )). The simple BrK(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 BrK(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 4.13, a BrK(W )-module V ′ is simple and, in fact, absolutely irreducible, if and
only if V ′ = V ′

B for an orbit B of V ′-maximal collections and V ′
B is a simple K Stab(B)-module for some

B ∈ B. Propositions 4.27 and 4.26 yield, now, the first part of the theorem.
For the second statement, since, by Proposition 4.23, the BrK(W )-module (B

∣

∣V ), for any admissible
pair (B, V ) satisfies the conditions of Proposition 4.14 the result follows from the latter proposition. �

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

∣

∣V ′) ∼= (B
∣

∣V ).

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

Proposition 4.30. Let B be a transverse collection and Vi, i ∈ I be K Stab(B)-modules. Let V = ⊕i∈IVi

Then, (B, V ) is admissible if and only if (B, Vi) is admissible for all i ∈ I, in which case:

(7) (B
∣

∣V ) ∼= ⊕i∈I(B
∣

∣Vi).

In particular, if Vi is simple for all i ∈ I, then the above sum gives the decomposition of (B
∣

∣V ) into

simple BrK(W )-modules.

Proof. Verifying that “(B, V ) is admissible if and only if each (B, Vi) is”, is straighforward using the
definition. By Proposition 4.23, B is a (B

∣

∣Vi)-maximal collection and (B
∣

∣Vi)B ∼= Vi. Again, one can

see that B is also ⊕i∈I(B
∣

∣Vi)-maximal, and ⊕i∈I(B
∣

∣Vi)B = eB(⊕i∈I(B
∣

∣Vi)) = ⊕i∈IeB(B
∣

∣Vi) ∼= ⊕i∈IVi.

Since this is the case for (B
∣

∣V ) as well, the isomorphism (7) is implied by Proposition 4.14. �

5. Semisimplicity

In this section, we show that the Brauer-Chen algebra is split-semisimple over any proper field (Def-

inition 3.7). We obtain a lower bound for the dimension of BrK(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 BrK(W ) with respect
to the Brauer-Chen algebra of a parabolic subgroup.
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5.1. Analysis of admissibility. For this subsection, we fix a transverse collection B ∈ C. Recall that
for a K Stab(B)-module V we denote by V̂ its image in the induced KW -module IndKW

K Stab(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 πw be the projectionKW → wK Stab(B) with respect to the decomposi-
tion KW = ⊕w′∈W/ Stab(B)w

′K Stab(B), i.e. if x =
∑

h∈W λhh ∈ KW , then πw(x) :=
∑

h∈w Stab(B) λhh.

Remark 5.2. Suppose thatB′ ∈ B and denote by π′
w the corresponding projectionKW → wK Stab(B′).

One can verify that if w′B = B′, then w′πw(x)(w
′)
−1

= π′
w′w(w′)−1(w′x(w′)

−1
), for all x ∈ KW .

Lemma 5.3. Let V be a K Stab(B)-module and x ∈ KW . Then xV̂ = 0 is equivalent to πw(x)V̂ = 0
for all w ∈ W , or to w−1πw(x)V = 0 for all w ∈ W (the last expression makes sense since w−1πw(x) ∈
K Stab(B)).

Proof. This is immediate from the decomposition IndKW
K Stab(B)(V ) = ⊕w∈W/ Stab(B)wV̂ . �

Recall that a pair (B, V ) is admissible if AnnKW (eB) · V̂ = 0, or equivalently, by Proposition 4.25, if

Rel(B)V̂ = 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:

AnnKW (B) :=
∑

w∈W

πw(AnnKW (eB)), Rel(B) := ∪w∈Wπw(Rel(B)),

AnnK Stab(B)(B) :=
∑

w∈W

w−1πw(AnnKW (eB))

Remark 5.5. In view of Remark 5.2, the propertieswAnnKW (eB)w
−1 = AnnKW (ewB) and wRel(B)w−1 =

Rel(wB) imply that conjugation by W on the above sets commutes with the action of W on C, i.e., for
example, wAnnKW (B)w−1 = AnnKW (wB).

Lemma 5.6. For all w,w′ ∈ W, s ∈ Stab(B) and x ∈ KW , we have πw(w
′xs) = w′π(w′)−1w(x)s.

Proof. Let x =
∑

h∈W λhh ∈ KW and w,w′ ∈ W, s ∈ Stab(B). We have

πw(w
′xs) = πw

(

∑

h∈W

λhwhs

)

=
∑

w′hs∈w Stab(B)

λhw
′hs =

∑

h∈(w′)−1w Stab(B)

λhw
′hs = w′π(w′)−1w(x)s

�

Proposition 5.7. The set AnnKW (B) is a left KW -ideal which is also stable under right multiplicatiοn
by Stab(B). The set AnnK Stab(B)(B) is a two-sided K Stab(B)-ideal. Finally, we have

AnnKW (B) = ⊕w∈W/Stab(B)wAnnK Stab(B)(B).

Proof. The annihilator AnnKW (eB) is a left ideal of KW stable under right multiplication by Stab(B);
together with Lemma 5.6 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−1πw(AnnKW (eB))s
′ = πs(sw

−1 AnnKW (eB)s
′).

Summing over all w ∈ W , since sw−1 AnnKW (eB)s
′ = AnnKW (eB), we get that AnnK Stab(B) is stable

under left and right multiplication with Stab(B).
Finally, in the same way, for all w′ ∈ W we have w′w−1πw(AnnKW (eB)) = πw′(w′w−1 AnnKW (eB)).

Again, since w′w−1 AnnKW (eB) = AnnKW (eB), summing over all w,w′ ∈ W yields that

W ·AnnK Stab(B)(B) = AnnKW (B).

Since AnnK Stab(B)(B) lies inside K Stab(B), this implies that

AnnKW (B) = ⊕w∈W/Stab(B)wAnnK Stab(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., AnnKW (eB)V̂ = 0,

(2) AnnKW (B)V̂ = 0,
16



(3) AnnK Stab(B)(B)V = 0.

(4) Rel(B)V̂ = 0,

(5) Rel(B)V̂ = 0.

Proof. As mentioned earlier, the equivalence of assertions (1) and (4) is given by Proposition 4.25.
Lemma 5.3 yields the equivalences (1) ⇔ (2) ⇔ (3) and (4) ⇔ (5). �

Corollary 5.9. The following statements are equivalent:

(1) B is admissible,
(2) AnnK Stab(B)(B) 6= K Stab(B),
(3) AnnKW (B) 6= KW

Proof. The equivalence of (2) and (3) is immediate from the definitions of AnnK Stab(B)(B) and AnnKW (B)
and (1)⇔ (2) is implied by the equivalence (1)⇔ (3) of Proposition 5.8. �

Τhe following proposition provides an explicit relation of AnnKW (B) and AnnK Stab(B)(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
w−1πw(Rel(B)), w ∈ W (for this proposition only). Then,

(1) AnnK Stab(B)(B) = I,
(2) AnnK Stab(B)(B) = π1(KW ·Rel(B)),

(3) AnnKW (B) = KW ·Rel(B).

Proof. By Proposition 5.8, for any K Stab(B)-module V , the condition Rel(B)V̂ = 0 is equivalent to

πw(Rel(B)) · V̂ = 0, for all w ∈ W . The latter is in turn equivalent to w−1πw(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 AnnK Stab(B)(B)V = 0 and I,AnnK Stab(B)(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 AnnK Stab(B)(B) is equal to

K ·
∑

s,s′∈Stab(B),w∈W

sw−1πw(Rel(B))s′.

By Lemma 5.6 we can write this as

K ·
∑

s,s′∈Stab(B),w∈W

πs(sw
−1 Rel(B)s′).

Now, for s ∈ Stab(B) we have πs = π1, and, since Rel(B) is stable under conjugation by Stab(B), we can
write sw−1 Rel(B)s′ = sw−1s′ Rel(B). In the above sum, the element sw−1s′ runs through all elements
of W , which yields (2).

Finally, Proposition 5.7 implies that AnnKW (B) = W AnnK Stab(B)(B). By (2), we have that
AnnK Stab(B)(B) =

∑

w,w′∈W wπ1(Kw′ Rel(B)). By Lemma 5.6 again, this is
∑

w,w′∈W

ww′π(w′)−1(K Rel(B))

which one can see that equals KW ·Rel(B). �

5.2. Lower bound for the dimension. Recall that C denotes the set of transverse collections and
CK
adm 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 Theorem 4.28, the simple modules of BrK(W ) are the modules (B
∣

∣V ), where (B, V ) is an admissible
pair, which are, in fact, absolutely irreducible. By Corollary 4.29, there are exactly |W |/|Stab(B)| such
pairs for every isomorphism class of BrK(W )-modules. Hence, the sum of squares of dimensions of the

simple BrK(W )-modules equals:

(8)
∑

B∈C,V ∈Irr(K Stab(B))
(B,V ) adm.

|Stab(B)|

|W |
(dimK(B

∣

∣V ))2.
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Recall that the module (B
∣

∣V ) is KW -isomorphic to IndKW
K Stab(B)(V ). Hence, its dimension equals

|W |�|Stab(B)| · dimK V . Consequently, for any B ∈ C we have,

∑

V ∈Irr(K Stab(B))
(B,V ) adm.

(dimK(B
∣

∣V ))2 =

(

|W |

|Stab(B)|

)2
∑

V ∈Irr(K Stab(B))
(B,V ) adm.

(dimK V )2

Now, by characterisation (3) of admissibility of Proposition 5.8, a pair (B, V ) is admissible if and only
if the K Stab(B)-module V factors through the quotient algebra K Stab(B)/AnnK Stab(B)(B). Since the
latter, as a quotient of K Stab(B), is split-semisimple over K (see Definition 3.7), then its dimension
equals the sum of squares of dimensions of its simple modules. Combining these two properties, for any
B ∈ C, we have:

∑

V ∈Irr(K Stab(B))
(B,V ) adm.

(dimK V )2 = dimK

(

K Stab(B)�AnnK Stab(B)(B)

)

=
|Stab(B)|

|W |
· dimK

(

KW�AnnKW (B)

)

.

This implies that

∑

V ∈Irr(K Stab(B))
(B,V ) adm.

(dim(B
∣

∣V ))2 =
|W |

|Stab(B)|
· dimK

(

KW�AnnKW B

)

.

Replacing this in the sum (8), we obtain the following result.

Lemma 5.11. The sum of squares of dimensions of all absolutely irreducible BrK(W )-modules equals:
∑

B∈C

dimK

(

KW�AnnKW B

)

.

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 weB, where w ∈ W and B ∈ C, span Br(W ) as an A-module.

Proof. Remark 4.2, giving a formula for the product eHeB, 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. �

Definition 5.13. Let R be an A-algebra. For r ∈ N, we define I
(R)
r :=

∑

B∈C,|B|≥r RWeB ⊆ BrR(W ).

If R = A we omit it from the notation and write Ir .

Proposition 5.14. Let R be an A-algebra. The set I
(R)
r is a two-sided ideal of BrR(W ).

Proof. By definition, RW · I
(R)
r = I

(R)
r . Since weB = ewBw for any w ∈ W and B ∈ C, then I

(R)
r KW =

I
(R)
r and in fact, I

(R)
r =

∑

B∈C,|B|≥r eBRW . Combining the latter with the formula for the product

eHeB of Remark 4.2, one can see that eHI
(R)
r ⊆ I

(R)
r for all H ∈ H. In the same way, using the formula

for eBeH of the same remark, we get that I
(R)
r eH ⊆ I

(R)
r as well. �

The ideals Ir have already been introduced in [18] , and in the same paper the quotient algebra
Br(W )/Ir+1 is denoted Brr(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 I
(R)
r , r ∈ N form a descending chain of ideals of

BrR(W ), such that BrR(W ) = ∪r∈NI
(R)
r .

Proof. It is clear by the definition that I
(R)
r+1 ⊆ I

(R)
r for all r ∈ N. Furthermore, Lemma 5.12 is equivalent

to the property BrR(W ) = ∪r∈NI
(R)
r . �

Lemma 5.16. For any B ∈ C, we have AnnKW (B)eB ⊆ I
(K)
|B|+1.
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Proof. Let r = |B|. If eB ∈ I
(K)
r+1, then the result is immediate, since KWI

(K)
r+1 ⊆ I

(K)
r+1. So, we suppose

that eB 6∈ I
(K)
r+1. Consider the quotient BrKr (W ), and let a ∈ KW . Of course, aeB = 0 in BrKr (W ) is

equivalent to aeB ∈ I
(K)
r+1. We will show that in BrKr (W ), aeB = 0 implies πw(a)eB = 0 for all w ∈ W .

Hence, since AnnKW (B) =
∑

w∈W πw(AnnKW (eB)), we get the statement.

Let B denote the orbit of B, and let V =
∑

B′∈B eB′(KW + I
(K)
r+1) ⊆ BrKr (W ). Relation (B2) of

Definition 3.2 or Remark 4.1 imply that wV = V for w ∈ W . Furthermore, if H is a hyperplane and
B′ ∈ B, Remark 4.2 yields that eHeB′ either belongs to KWeB′ ⊆ V , or is equal to some eB′′ , where B′′

strictly contains B′, in which case eB′′ ∈ I
(K)
r+1. So, eHV ⊆ V for all hyperplanes H , as well, and hence,

V is a BrK(W )-module.

Now, it is clear that (eB + I
(K)
r+1)KW ⊆ eBV since eB(eBx+ I

(K)
r+1) = δr(eBx+ I

(K)
r+1) for any x ∈ KW .

In particular, eBV 6= 0. Furthermore, B is V -maximal since if B′ strictly contains B, then eB′ ∈ I
(K)
r+1,

and so, eB′V = 0. Now Proposition 4.9 yields that
∑

B′∈B VB′ = ⊕B′∈BVB′ . Since wVB = VwB for all
w ∈ W , this implies that for every a ∈ KW and v ∈ VB, av = 0 implies πw(a)v = 0. So, aeB = 0 in

BrKr (W ) implies πw(a)eB ∈ I
(K)
r+1 for all a ∈ KW and w ∈ W and the result follows. �

Theorem 5.17. The algebra BrK(W ) is split-semisimple, with dimension

∑

B∈C

dimK

(

KW�AnnKW (B)

)

or, equally,
∑

B∈CK
adm

dimK

(

KW�AnnKW (B)

)

.

Proof. By Lemma 5.15, we have that BrK(W ) = ∪r∈NI
(K)
r . We write I

(K)
r as

∑

|B|=r KWeB + I
(K)
r+1. By

Lemma 5.16 above, we have AnnKW (B)eB ⊆ I
(K)
r+1 for all B of cardinality r, which implies that

dimK I(K)
r ≤

∑

|B|=r

dimK

(

KW�AnnKW (B)

)

+ dimK I
(K)
r+1.

By induction on r, this yields

dimK BrK(W ) ≤
∑

B∈C

dimK

(

KW�AnnKW (B)

)

.

The above sum is equal to the the sum of squares of dimensions of simple BrK(W )-modules (Lemma
5.11), which yields the main result. Equality with the second sum of the statement is implied by Corollary
5.9, which states that if B is not admissible, then AnnKW (B) = KW . �

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

(9)
∑

B∈CK
adm

|W |

|Stab(B)|
· dimK

(

K Stab(B)�AnnK Stab(B)(B)

)

.

Proof. The statement is implied by Theorem 5.17, since AnnKW (B) = ⊕w∈W/ Stab(B)wAnnK Stab(B)(B),
and, hence,

dimK

(

KW�AnnKW (B)

)

=
|W |

|Stab(B)|
dimK

(

K Stab(B)�AnnK Stab(B)(B)

)

.

�

Remark 5.19. In the case of the empty collection B, one can verify that AnnK Stab(B)(B) = 0. This,
as expected (see also Remark 4.24), implies that the part of (9) in the above corollary corresponding to
B equals the order of W .

6. Admissibility and a basis for BrK(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
AnnK 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 KB of Stab(B) such that AnnK Stab(B)(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 KB. This translates, equivalently, into the fact that the admissible K Stab(B)-
modules V are those that induce a certain representation on KB, 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, RB = {r ∈ R
∣

∣Hr ∈ B}.

Definition 6.1. Let W be a complex reflection group and B a transverse collection. We denote by KB

the subgroup of Stab(B) generated by RB together with all products s−1
2 s1 where s1, s2 ∈ R satisfy:

(c1) s1B = s2B 6= B (in particular, s−1
2 s1 ∈ Stab(B)),

(c2) s1H 6= s2H , for all H ∈ B\s1B.

If B is empty, we define KB = 1.

Remark 6.2. One can verify that for w ∈ W and B ∈ B we have wKBw
−1 = KwB. In particular, KB

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 KB yields the subgroup of W generated by RB , which coincides with the pointwise
stabilizer WH of H .

For a function χ : KB → K, we denote by Augχ(KB) the two-sided ideal of K Stab(B) generated by
all h− χ(h), h ∈ KB. Note that if χ = 1, this is the usual augmentation ideal Aug(KB). 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
adm, there is a group homomorphism χ : KB → U6 ∩K such that AnnK Stab(B)(B) = Augχ(KB). Fur-

thermore, if W 6= G25, G32, then χ = 1. If W = G25 or G32, then dimK Augχ(KB) = dimK Aug(KB).

A consequence of this proposition is the following result, providing a far more efficient formula for the
dimension of BrK(W ) than the one of Theorem 5.17, as well as a basis over K. Let W/KB denote a set
of left coset representatives of KB in W .

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

dimK BrK(W ) =
∑

B∈CK
adm

|W |�|KB|
,

and the set {weB
∣

∣B ∈ CK
adm, w ∈ W/KB} is a basis for BrK(W ).

Proof. Recall the following formula for the dimension of BrK(W ) of Corollary 5.18:

dimK BrK(W ) =
∑

B∈CK
adm

|W |

|Stab(B)|
·
(

dimK
K Stab(B)�AnnK Stab(B)(B)

)

By Proposition 6.4, the dimension of K Stab(B)/AnnK Stab(B)(B) is dimK K Stab(B)− dimK Aug(KB)
which, in turn, equals |Stab(B)|/|KB|. Replacing this in the above formula, gives the dimension of the
statement.

Recall, now, the setting of Lemma 5.15, i.e. BrK(W ) is the union of the descending chain of ideals

I
(K)
r =

∑

B∈C,|B|≥r KWeB of BrK(W ) (Definition 5.13). We show that, for all r ∈ N, we have

(10) I(K)
r =

∑

B∈CK
adm

,w∈W/KB

KweB + I
(K)
r+1.

Induction on r then yields that the set {weB
∣

∣B ∈ CK
adm, w ∈ W/KB} spans BrK(W ). Since its cardinality

is equal to dimK BrK(W ) as this is given above, it is a basis.
To show Equation (10), recall that, by Lemma 5.16, for every B ∈ C of cardinality r we have

AnnKW (B)eB ⊆ I
(K)
r+1.

If B 6∈ CK
adm, then Corollary 5.9 implies that AnnKW (B) = KW , and, so, KWeB ⊆ IKr+1. This

already yields that I
(K)
r =

∑

B∈CK
adm

KWeB + I
(K)
r+1.
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If B ∈ CK
adm, then, by Proposition 6.4, we have AnnK Stab(B)(B) = Augχ(KB) for some χ : KB → K.

Hence, since AnnK Stab(B)(B) ⊆ AnnKW (B) (Definition 5.4), then AnnKW (B)eB ⊆ I
(K)
r+1 implies that

(h−χ(h))eB ∈ I
(K)
r+1 for all h ∈ KB. Given this, if w1, w2 belong to the same coset of KB, i.e. w2 = w1h,

for some h ∈ KB, then writing w2eB = χ(h)w1eB +w1(h−χ(h))eB implies that w2eB ∈ Kw1eB + I
(K)
r+1,

which finally yields Equation (10), and concludes the proof.
�

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 2.3.1 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 2.11.

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

(1) if i 6= j, then Hi and Hj are non-transverse and the reflections that map one to the other (in
any order) are the reflections (ij)κ, κ ∈ Z;

(2) Hi′ and Hκ
ij are transverse if and only if i, j 6= i′; in any case, there exist no reflections mapping

one to the other;
(3) if j1 6= j2, then Hκ1

ij1
and Hκ2

ij2
are non-transverse and the only reflection mapping one to the

other (in any order) is (j1j2)κ2−κ1
;

(4) if i1, j1 6= i2, j2, then Hκ1

i1j1
and Hκ2

i2j2
are transverse;

(5) for (m, p) 6= (2, 2), if i 6= j, then Hκ1

ij and Hκ2

ij are not transverse and the reflections mapping

the former to the latter are (ij)κ, for 2κ ≡ κ1 + κ2 mod m, and tκ1−κ2

i , tκ2−κ1

j , provided that
κ2 − κ1 ≡ 0 mod p.

(6) if (m, p) = (2, 2), then Hij and H1
ij 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) 6= (2, 2), two hyperplanes expressed as above (notation of Subsection 2.3.1) 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)κ 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 µ.

All mentioned transverse collections in this subsection are assumed to be non-empty. One can verify
that if B is the empty collection, then AnnK Stab(B)(B) = AugK Stab(B)(KB) = 0.

Lemma 6.9. Let W = G(m, p, n), and B ∈ C be such that |B| > 1 and Hi ∈ B for some i = 1, . . . , n.
Then, there is s ∈ R such that µss ∈ Rel(B). In particular, B 6∈ CK

adm.

Proof. Since Hi, Hj are non-transverse for all i, j (Lemma 6.6), then B can contain at most one such
hyperplane. Let α = Hi ∈ B and choose a second hyperplane in B, say β which must be of the form Hκ

i′j .

Let γ = Hi′i ; then γ 6⋔ α, β, and so σγ
β,α ∈ Rel(B). Again, from Lemma 6.6, we get that σγ

β,α = µ(ij)κ,
which implies the statement. �

Proposition 6.10. Let W = G(m, p, n) and B = {Hi} for some i. Then, KB is the pointwise stabilizer
WHi

of Hi, and has order m/p. Moreover, we have AW Rel(B) = AW (KB − 1).

Proof. One may check that the definition of KB gives the pointwise stabilizer of Hi, i.e. the subgroup
generated by RB = {ti}, which has order m/p. Furthermore, since B consists of a single hyperplane,
then ΣH

B = {0}, for all H ∈ B, and, hence Rel(B) = RB − 1, which gives the result. �

Lemma 6.9 implies that an admissible transverse collection with more than one hyperplane must
contain only hyperplanes of the form Hκ

ij . For the groups G(m, p, n) with (m, p) 6= (2, 2), by Lemma
6.6, such a collection is transverse if and only if every index i 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 {Hκ1

i1j1
, . . . , Hκr

irjr
},

with all indices distinct. Then AW Rel(B) = AW (KB − 1), and, in particular, B ∈ CK
adm. Finally, the

order of KB is 2rmr−1r!.
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Proof. Suppose, first,that B = {Hi1j1 , Hi2j2 , . . . , Hirjr}; we show at the end of the proof that the general
case is implied under a suitable conjugation. Recall that Rel(B) = (RB − 1) ∪ (∪γ∈HΣγ

B), where
Σγ

B = {σγ
α,β

∣

∣α, β ∈ B, γ 6⋔ α, β} (Definition 4.17).

To prove the statement, we show that for every AW -module V and v ∈ V , Rel(B)v = 0 is equivalent
to (KB − 1)v = 0; let V be such a module and v ∈ V . The relation (RB − 1)v = 0 is equivalent to
((ij)− 1)v = 0, for all Hij ∈ B.

We turn, now, to the relations Σγ
Bv = 0. First, let γ = Hi 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 γ is non-transverse with at most one hyperplane in B, which implies that Σγ

B = {0}.
Now, let γ = Hκ

ij , for some i, j, κ. By the same observation, we see that if γ 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 α = Hij′ , β = Hji′ ∈ B, and these are the only hyperplanes of B non-transverse with γ. Lemma
6.6 now gives: σγ

α,β = µ(j′j)κ − µ(i′i)−κ = µ((j′j)κ − (ii′)κ), so, σ
γ
α,βv = 0 is ((j′j)κ − (ii′)κ) · v = 0, or,

equivalently ((ii′)κ(j
′j)κ−1)·v = 0. Hence, letting i, j run through all possible distinct indices appearing

in B, we get that (∪γ∈HΣγ
B) · v = 0 is equivalent to ((ii′)κ(j

′j)κ − 1) · v = 0, for all Hij′ , Hi′j ∈ B, and
κ ∈ Z.

This shows, already, that Rel(B)·v = 0 is equivalent to (K0
B−1)v = 0, whereK0

B is the group generated
by {(ij)

∣

∣Hij ∈ B}∪{(ii′)κ(j′j)κ
∣

∣Hij′ , Hi′j ∈ B, κ ∈ Z}. We show that this subgroup coincides with KB.

For that, since the set {(ij)
∣

∣Hij ∈ B} = RB is included in both generating sets, it is enough to show

that {(ii′)k(j′j)k
∣

∣Hij′ , Hi′j ∈ B, κ ∈ Z} is equal to the set of s−1
2 s1 where s1, s2 satisfy conditions (c1),

(c2) of Definition 6.1, i.e. s1B = s2B 6= B and s1H 6= s2H for all H ∈ B\s1B.
For Hij′ , Hi′j ∈ B, and κ ∈ Z the reflections (ii′)κ, (j

′j)κ fix all hyperplanes of B but Hij′ , Hi′j , which
they map to Hκ

j′i′ , H
κ
ij , and Hκ

ij , H
κ
j′i′ , respectively, in that order. So, we can see that they verify the

conditions (c1), (c2). Hence, K0
B ⊆ KB.

For the inverse inclusion, let s1, s2 ∈ R satisfy (c1), (c2). We exclude certain cases for s1, s2. If
s1 is of the form ti for some i, 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 s1 is of the form
(ij)κ with at most one of i, j appearing in B, as well as with their appearing in the same hyperplane.
Hence, s1, s2 must be of the form (ij)λ1

, (i′j′)λ2
with i, j and i′, j′ appearing, respectively, in different

hyperplanes of B. Now, all hyperplanes not containing i, j will be fixed by s1 and vice versa for s2;
conditions (c1), (c2) imply that s1, s2 fix the same hyperplanes of B, and this in turn implies that
Hij′ , Hi′j ∈ B or Hii′ , Hjj′ ∈ B. Both cases are equivalent, so suppose the second is true. In that case,

since s1B = s2B, we must have λ1 = λ2, which implies that s−1
2 s1 ∈ K0

B. Hence KB = K0
B, and this

shows that Rel(B)v = 0 is equivalent to (KB − 1)v = 0. As far as the order of K0
B 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 general case, notice that {Hκ1

i1j1
, . . . , Hκr

irjr
} is the image of B via the element

∏r
i=1 t̂

ki

ji
∈

G(m, 1, n), where t̂ji is the reflection with hyperplane Hji in G(m, 1, n) acting as multiplication by ζ of
the ji-th coordinate. Now, the action of G(m, 1, n) respects transversality, and, also g · RH→H′ · g−1 =
RgH→gH′ for all g ∈ G(m, 1, n) and H,H ′ ∈ H. From this, one can see that gRel(B)g−1 = Rel(gB), as
well as, gKBg

−1 = KgB, and hence, ARel(gB) = AW (KgB − 1), which concludes the proof. �

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) 6= (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) 6= (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 Hi. In that case, AnnK Stab(B)(B) = Aug(KB). Finally, the dimension of BrK(W ) is equal to:

n!
mn

p
+ (1− δpm)n!mn−1n+

mn+1

p

2r≤n
∑

r=1

(

n!

r!2r(n− 2r)!

)2

(n− 2r)!,

where δpm is 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 6.10 and 6.11 imply that if B ∈ CK

adm, then KW Rel(B) = KW Aug(KB).
Proposition 5.10 tells us that AnnK Stab(B)(B) is equal to π1(KW Rel(B)), where πw denotes the projec-
tion of KW onto the coset wK Stab(B). Now, by Proposition 6.11 the latter is equal to π1(KW (KB−1))
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which is in turn equal to Aug(KB) since KB − 1 lies inside K Stab(B). This gives the first part of the
statement. In particular, we have that dimK(K Stab(B)/AnnK Stab(B)) = |Stab(B)|/|KB|.

Now, recall, the formula for the dimension from Corollary 5.18:

∑

B∈CK
adm

|W |

|Stab(B)|
· dimK

(

K Stab(B)�AnnK Stab(B)(B)

)

.

Replacing the above into this formula we get:

|W |+
∑

B∈CK
adm

,B 6=∅

|W |

|KB|
.

If p 6= m we have the collections {Hi} with |KB| = m/p. Apart from them, for all collections of the
form {Hκ1

i1j1
, . . . Hκr

irjr
} the group KB, by Proposition 6.11 has order 2rmr−1r!, and for each r ≤ n/2 the

number of such collections is:

(

n
2

)(

n−2
2

)

. . .
(

n−2(r−1)
2

)

mr

r!
=

n!mr

2r(n− 2r)!r!
.

So the sum
∑

B|W |/|KB|, where B runs all such collections of size r is

n!mr

2r(n− 2r)!r!

|W |

|KB|
=

mn+1

p

(

n!

r!2r(n− 2r)!

)2

(n− 2r)!.

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 Hij and H1
ij , since

Hκ
ij = Hκ′

ij if κ ≡ κ′ mod 2. Remark 6.7 implies that such a collection B is transverse if and only if for

every Hκ
ij ∈ B, i, j do not appear as indices in any other hyperplane of B apart from, possibly, Hκ+1

ij .

Proposition 6.13. Let W = G(2, 2, n) and B a transverse collection such that Hi1j1 , H
1
i1j1 , H

κ
i2j2 ∈ B

but Hκ+1
i2j2

6∈ B, for some i1, j1, i2, j2. Then, B 6∈ CK
adm.

Proof. Let V be a K Stab(B)-module. We show that Rel(B) · V̂ = 0 implies V = 0 (recall that V̂ is the
image of V in the induced module of KW ). For this, take the element σγ

α,β ∈ Rel(B) for α = Hi1j1 , β =

Hκ
i2j2

and γ = Hi1j2 , and see that σγ
α,β V̂ = 0 gives µ((j1j2) − (i1i2)κ)V̂ = 0. Now, we will show that

the reflections (j1j2) and (i1i2)κ belong to different cosets of Stab(B); hence, µ((j1j2) − (i1i2)κ)V̂ = 0

implies (i1i2)κV̂ = (i1i2)κV̂ = 0 which yields, of course, V = 0.
To verify that (j1j2), (i1i2)κ belong to different cosets of Stab(B), notice that the only hyperplanes

that are not fixed by (j1j2), (i1i2)κ areHi1j1 , H
1
i1j1 andHκ

i2j2 , so it suffices to check their respective images

via (j1j2), (i1i2)κ. For this, (j1j2) maps Hi1j1 , H
1
i1j1

, Hκ
i2j2

to Hi1j2 , H
1
i1j2

, Hκ
i2j1

, and (i1i2)κ maps the

same hyperplanes to Hκ
i2j1 , H

κ+1
i2j1

, H2κ
i1j2 . One can see now that (j1j2)B 6= (i1i2)κB, since, for example,

H1
i1j2

belongs to the first collection but not the second. This concludes the proof. �

Proposition 6.14. Let W = G(2, 2, n) and B a collection of transverse hyperplanes of the form
{Hi1j1 , H

1
i1j1 , . . . , Hirjr , H

1
irjr}. Then AW Rel(B) = AW (KB−1) and, in particular, B ∈ CK

adm. Finally,

the order of KB is 2r+n−1r!.

Proof. We show, as we did in Proposition 6.11, that for all AW -modules V and v ∈ V , Rel(B)v = 0 is
equivalent to (KB − 1)v = 0. So let V be an AW -module and v ∈ V .

The relations (RB − 1)v = 0 give ((ij) − 1)v = ((ij)1 − 1)v = 0 for all Hij ∈ B. Next we see what
the relations Σγ

Bv = 0, γ ∈ H yield. Let γ = Hκ
ij , for some i, j, κ. By Remark 6.7, two hyperplanes

of G(2, 2, n) are non-transverse if and only if they have exactly one index in common. So, if γ is non-
transverse with more than one element of B (otherwise Σγ

B = {0}), then either hyperplanes a = Hi1j , b =
H1

i1j , c = Hij1,, d = H1
ij1 belong to B, in which case, these are the only hyperplanes γ is non-transverse

with, or α = Hij1 , β = H1
ij1 ∈ B, and j does not appear in any hyperplane of B, in which case α, β are

the only hyperplanes of B with which γ 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 γ. These are, respectively, r1 = (i1i)κ, r2 = (i1i)κ+1, r3 = (j1j)κ, r4 = (j1j)κ+1. So,
Σγ

Bv = 0 yields 6 relations (all the possible differences of the above reflections), which are, equivalent, for
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example, to µ(r1 − r2)v = µ(r2 − r3)v = µ(r3 − r4)v = 0, or, equivalently (r−1
2 r1 − 1)v = (r−1

3 r2 − 1)v =
(r−1

4 r3 − 1)v = 0.
The second case yields the relation σγ

α,βv = 0 which, by Lemma 6.6, is (u1−u2)v = 0, or equivalently,

(u−1
2 u1 − 1)v = 0, where u1 = (j1j)κ and u2 = (j1j)κ+1.
Given the above, one can see that letting γ vary, and considering the relations (RB − 1)v = 0 as

well, we obtain a subgroup K0
B for which Rel(B)v = 0 if and only if (K0

B − 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 K0

B:

K0
B = 〈(ij1)κ, (i1i)κ(i1i)κ+1, (i1i)κ(j1j)κ, (j1j2)κ(j1j2)κ+1〉,

with Hij1 , Hi1j ∈ B, κ ∈ Z, and 1 ≤ j2 ≤ n. Elements of the first form in the above presentation
come from the relations (RB − 1)v = 0. Elements of the second and third form come from the relations
(r1r

−1
2 − 1)v = 0 and (r3r

−1
1 − 1)v = 0, respectively, and the elements of the fourth form from relations

(r3r
−1
4 − 1) = 0 and (u1u

−1
2 − 1)v = 0, where, for the latter, we have replaced the variable j with j1 and

j1 with j2 to give a more concise description. We show that K0
B coincides with KB.

For the inclusion K0
B ⊆ KB, since, by the definition of KB (Definition 6.1), RB ⊆ KB, it suffices to

show that (u1, u2) as well as all pairs among the reflections r1, r2, r3, r4 satisfy conditions (c1), (c2) of
the definition of KB i.e. s1B = s2B 6= B, and s1H 6= s2H for all H ∈ B\s1B.

For u1 = (j1j)κ, u2 = (j1j)κ+1, with j not appearing in any hyperplane of B, the only hyperplanes of
B that are not left invariant by u1, u2 are α = Hij1 , β = H1

ij1
which are mapped via u1, u2, respectively,

to Hκ
ij , H

κ+1
ij and Hκ+1

ij , Hκ
ij , in that order. One can see from this that u1, u2 satisfy conditions (c1),(c2).

Similarly, for the pairs of reflections among r1, r2, r3, r4 computing the images of the quadruple
(a, b, c, d) via these reflections we find, respectively, the following quadruples: (Hk

ij , H
κ+1
ij , Hκ

i1j1
, Hκ+1

i1j1
),

(Hκ+1
ij , Hκ

ij , H
κ+1
i1j1

, Hκ
i1j1

), (Hκ
i1j1

, Hκ+1
i1j1

, Hκ
ij , H

κ+1
ij ), (Hκ+1

i1j1
, Hκ

i1j1
, Hκ+1

ij , Hκ
ij). Since all hyperplanes of

B other than a, b, c, d are fixed by these reflections, one can verify from the above mappings that all pairs
(rl, rm), for l,m = 1, 2, 3, 4 verify (c1), (c2), and, hence, r−1

m rl ∈ KB, l,m = 1, 2, 3, 4. Now, since K0
B is

generated by all such products for the different values of γ, together with RB , we get that K0
B ⊆ KB.

For the inverse inclusion, since, again, RB ⊆ K0
B, we show that for every pair of reflections s1, s2

satisfying (c1),(c2), we have s−1
2 s1 ∈ K0

B. 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 (c1), (c2), µ(s1 − s2) ∈ ΣH

B

for some hyperplane H , which implies that s−1
2 s1 ∈ K0

B, since K
0
B is generated, by definition, by all such

elements. For this, by (c1), i.e. s1B = s2B 6= B there is some hyperplane H ′ ∈ B such that s1H
′ 6= H ′.

Take H = s1H
′ and H ′′ = s−1

2 H ∈ B. Now, by Lemma 2.7, since, of course RH′→H ,RH′′→H 6= ∅, we
have that H is non transverse with H ′, H ′′, which implies that σH

H′,H′′ ∈ ΣH
B . By the observation in

the beginning of this paragraph, we get that RH′→H = {s1}, and RH′′→H = {s2}, which implies that
σH
H′,H′′ = µ(s1 − s2). Hence, K

0
B = KB. The order of KB is calculated in the appendix using the group

K0
B. �

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 Hij , H

1
ij , H

κ
i′j′ ∈ B, we have Hκ+1

i′j′ ∈ B as well. In that case, AnnK Stab(B)(B) = Aug(KB). Finally,

the dimension of BrK(W ) is:

n!2n−1 + (2n + 1)

2r≤n
∑

r=1

(

n!

r!2r(n− 2r)!

)2

(n− 2r)!.

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 {Hκ1

i1j1
, . . . , Hκr

irjr
}, or {Hi1j1 , H

1
i1j1 . . . , Hirjr , H

1
irjr}, with all indices distinct in both cases.

Transverse collections of both of these types are admissible by Propositions 6.11 and 6.14, respectively,
and the same propositions imply that if B is of these types, then KW Rel(B) = KW (KB − 1).

Now, exactly as we did in the beginning of the proof of Proposition 6.12, this yields that for B ∈ CK
adm,

AnnK Stab(B)(B) = Aug(KB), and the formula for the dimension of BrK(W ) of Corollary 5.18 becomes:
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|W |+
∑

B∈CK
adm

,B 6=∅

|W |

|KB|
.

For every r ≤ n/2 the number of transverse collections of the form {Hi1j1 , H
1
i1j1 . . . , Hirjr , H

1
irjr} is:

(

n
2

)(

n−2
2

)

. . .
(

n−2(r−1)
2

)

r!
=

n!

2r(n− 2r)!r!
,

and the order of KB, by Proposition 6.14, for each such collection is equal to 2r+n+1r!. So the sum
∑

B|W |/|KB|, where B runs over all such collections is:

2r≤n
∑

r=1

n!

(n− 2r)!2rr!

n!2n−1

2r+n−1r!
=

2r≤n
∑

r=1

(

n!

r!2r(n− 2r)!

)2

(n− 2r)!.

Finally, for the transverse collections of the form {Hκ1

i1j1
, . . . , Hκr

irjr
}, the corresponding sum was cal-

culated for Proposition 6.12, and equals:

2n
2r≤n
∑

r=1

(

n!

r!2r(n− 2r)!

)2

(n− 2r)!.

Again, adding it all up (and the order of the group) gives the expression of the statement. �

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 Rel(B). Let W be a complex reflection group and B a transverse
collection. By Definition 5.4, we have

Rel(B) = ∪w∈Wπw(Rel(B)),

where πw denotes the projection KW → wK Stab(B) with respect to the decomposition KW =
⊕w∈W/Stab(B)wK Stab(B). The coset w Stab(B) depending only on the transverse collection B′ = wB,
we denote, in this subsection, the corresponding projection by πB′ , i.e. if x =

∑

w∈W λww ∈ KW , then

πB′(x) =
∑

wB=B′ λww. With this notation we have Rel(B) = ∪B′∼BπB′(Rel(B)).
Now, recall that Rel(B) = (RB − 1) ∪ ΣB, where ΣB is the set consisting of all elements

σH
H1,H2

=
∑

s∈RH1→H

µss−
∑

s∈RH2→H

µss,

with H1, H2 ∈ B,H ∈ H, and H 6⋔ H1, H2.
For the projections of the set RB − 1, since it lies inside K Stab(B), we have πB(RB − 1) = RB − 1,

and πB′(RB − 1) = 0 for all B′ 6= B.
Secondly, for all H,H1, H2 ∈ H, and B′ in the orbit of B, we have

πB′(σH
H1,H2

) =
∑

s∈RH1→H,B→B′

µss−
∑

s∈RH2→H,B→B′

µss.

If, now, H1, H2 ∈ B, and H 6⋔ H1, H2, then H 6∈ B; so, for B′ = B, we have πB′(σH
H1,H2

) = 0. This is

also the case when RB→B′ = ∅, 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) = (RB − 1) ∪ (∪B′∼RB,B′ 6=BπB′(ΣB)),

where B′ ∼R B stands for RB→B′ 6= ∅.
We define the sets Θ1

B := {µss
∣

∣s ∈ R\RB} and ΘB := Θ1
B ∪ RB ∪ {1}, and let MB denote the free

Q-module on ΘB. Also, let M
1
B,M

2
B be, respectively, the submodules QΘ1

B and QRB ∪ {1} of MB.
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From the above, one can see that we can consider Rel(B) as a subset of MB for which

Rel(B) = (Rel(B) ∩M1
B) ∪ (Rel(B) ∩M2

B),

and

Rel(B) ∩M2
B = RB − 1.

Definition 6.16. Let

θ :R∪ {1} → ΘB;

s 7→ µss, if s ∈ R\RB,

s 7→ s, if s ∈ RB ∪ {1}.

We define the following sets:

DB := {θ(s1)− θ(s2)
∣

∣s1, s2 ∈ R} ∩QRel(B) ⊆ MB,

PB := {(s1, s2)
∣

∣s1, s2 ∈ R\RB , µs1s1 − µs2s2 ∈ DB} ⊆ R2,

D0
B := {s−1

2 s1 − µs2µ
−1
s1

∣

∣(s1, s2) ∈ PB} ∪ (RB − 1) ⊆ AW.

Lemma 6.17. Let s1, s2 ∈ R ∪ {1}. If θ(s1) − θ(s2) ∈ QRel(B), then either s1, s2 ∈ RB ∪ {1}, and,
hence, θ(s1)− θ(s2) = s1 − s2, or s1, s2 ∈ R\RB, and, hence, θ(s1)− θ(s2) = µs1s1 − µs2s2.

Proof. Suppose that θ(s1)−θ(s2) ∈ QRel(B) and that s1, s2 do not satisfy the condition of the statement.
Let s1 ∈ R\RB and s2 ∈ RB ∪ {1}. Hence, θ(s1) ∈ M1

B and θ(s2) ∈ M2
B. Since QRel(B) respects the

decomposition MB = M1
B ⊕M2

B, i.e. Rel(B) = (QRel(B)∩M1
B)⊕ (QRel(B)∩M1

B), then the projection

of θ(s1) − θ(s2) onto M2
B belongs to Rel(B). Hence, we get θ(s2) = s2 ∈ Rel(B) ∩M2

B = Q(RB − 1),
and one can see that this is impossible. �

Corollary 6.18. We have

DB = {µs1s1 − µs2s2
∣

∣(s1, s2) ∈ PB} ∪ {s1 − s2
∣

∣s1, s2 ∈ RB ∪ {1}}.

In particular, AWDB = AWD0
B .

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 2.1). 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 Hi be the hyperplane that
corresponds to the distinguished reflection in position i of R_dist. This way, testing, for an element
w ∈ W, whether wHi = Hj , amounts to testing whether wR_dist[i]w−1 = R_dist[j]. Also, by Lemma
2.4, checking that Hi ⋔ Hj is equivalent to checking that there is not any root in Roots lying in the
k_W-span of {Roots[i],Roots[j]} 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 Hi ⋔ Hj , then
F[i,j]=true; otherwise, F[i,j] is a list with the positions of the elements of R that map Hi 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), DB, PB. 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 ZN+1 representing the set Rel(B) with respect
to the basis ΘB of MB.

First, we make a list R_B containing the positions in R of all non-trivial powers of the elements
R_dist[i], for i ∈ B; this list represents the set RB . 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′ ∼R B.

Let v(i, n) denote the vector of length n, with 1 in position i and 0 elsewhere. First, for all i ∈ R_B

we add the vector v(i, N +1)− v(N +1, N +1) to Rel_Bar. This vector represents the element R[i]− 1
with respect to ΘB. In this way, we include all vectors representing RB − 1 to our list.
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Next, for all B′ ∼R B,B′ 6= B we add the vectors representing the set πB′(ΣB), which (apart from
0) consists of the elements πB′(σH

H1,H2
) for H1, H2 ∈ B,H ∈ B′ and H 6⋔ B. Instead of imposing

controls on all candidate triples of hyperplanes, going back to Lemma 4.20, one may see that, since
RB→B′ 6= ∅, choosing H ∈ B′ and H1, H2 ∈ B non-transverse with H amounts to choosing H ∈ B′\B
and H1, H2 ∈ 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 (i, j)-cell is a list of positions of
all reflections in R that mapHB[i] toHB’[j] 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 i, j, k
in the range of F(B,B’), we add the vector

∑

l∈F(B,B’)[i,k] v(l, N + 1)−
∑

l∈F(B,B’)[j,k] v(l, N +

1) to the list Rel_Bar, as well. This vector represents the element πB′(σH
H′,H′′) where H,H ′, H ′′ are

the hyperplanes HB’[k], HB[j], HB[j], respectively. In this way we include all vectors representing

πB′(ΣB) 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 DB with respect to
the basis ΘB. Also, let P_B be the list of all pairs (i, j), i, j = 1, . . . , N , with i, j 6∈ R_B, such that
v(i, N + 1)− v(j,N + 1) ∈ D_B; this represents the set PB.

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

(A1) θ(s) ∈ Rel(B), for some s ∈ R ∪ {1}, or
(A2) a. QRel(B) = QDB, and

b. 〈s−1
2 s1, s

∣

∣(s1, s2) ∈ PB, s ∈ RB〉 = KB

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 + 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 (A1), (A2) above are mutually exclusive, since a vector θ(s)
cannot be a linear combination of vectors of the form θ(s1)− θ(s2), which comprise DB.

If B satisfies (A1), then, since θ(s) is invertible, B is not K-admissible. Suppose now that B satisfies

(A2). By (A2.a), QRel(B) = QDB, and, thus, admissibility of a pair (B, V ) is equivalent to DB · V̂ = 0,

which is, is turn, equivalent to D0
B · V̂ = 0, as Corollary 6.18 implies. Since KB ⊆ Stab(B), (A2.b)

implies that s−1
2 s1 ∈ Stab(B) for all (s1, s2) ∈ PB, which, in turn, yields that D0

B ⊆ K Stab(B). So we

can drop the hat on V̂ , and write D0
B · V = 0. This already implies, since, for any K Stab(B)-module

V , the pair (B, V ) is K-admissible if and only if AnnKStab(B)(B) · V = 0, that AnnK Stab(B)(B) is equal

to (D0
B), where (D0

B) denotes the two-sided ideal of K Stab(B) generated by D0
B.

Now, if µs1 = µs2 for all (s1, s2) ∈ PB, then D0
B = {s−1

2 s1 − 1
∣

∣(s1, s2) ∈ PB} ∪ (RB − 1), and, in
combination with (A2.b), we get that (B, V ) is admissible if and only if (KB − 1)V = 0; in other words,
(D0

B) = Aug(KB). This is especially the case if s1, s2 are conjugate for all (s1, s2) ∈ PB .

Definition 6.19. Let W be an exceptional complex reflection group and B a transverse collection. If B
satisfies (A2) and PB contains pairs (s1, s2) with s1 6∼ s2, we say that B is of conditional type. Denote
by Ccond 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\Ccond. For any proper field
K, B ∈ CK

adm if and only if B does not satisfy (A1), in which case AnnK Stab(B)(B) = Aug(KB).

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
G25, G32. 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 G25, G32 and K a
proper field. Then B ∈ CK

adm if and only if Rel(B) does not contain an element of ΘB. If B ∈ CK
adm,

then AnnK Stab(B)(B) = Aug(KB).
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For the groups G25 and G32, 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. Let l ∈ L and g be an element of G of finite order n.
Then, if ln 6= 1, the element g − l ∈ LG is invertible.

Proof. Set x = g− l. Since, gn = 1 and g = x+ l, then (x+ l)n = 1 ⇔ xn+nxn−1l+ · · ·+nxln−1+ ln =
1 ⇔ x(xn−1l + · · ·+ nln−1) = 1− ln. Now, if 1− ln 6= 0, then 1− ln is invertible, and so is x. �

Third Computational Result, first part. Let B be a transverse collection of G25 (resp. G32).
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) ∈ PB, with s1 6∼ s2, the order of the
element s−1

2 s1 is 6.

LetW be the groupG25 orG32, and K a proper field forW . Then W contains two orbits of reflections,
one containing all distinguished reflections, and the other one their inverses. Let µ1, µ2 be their respective
parameters and set µ := µ1/µ2.

Let B be a collection of conditional type, i.e., PB contains some (s1, s2) such that s1 6∼ s2. Recall that
since, by definition, B satisfies (A2) of the First Computational Result, we have that AnnK Stab(B)(B) =

(D0
B), and the latter ideal is generated by (RB − 1) ∪ {s−1

2 s1 − µs2µ
−1
s1

∣

∣(s1, s2) ∈ PB}. By (A2.b),

RB ∪ {s−1
2 s1

∣

∣(s1, s2) ∈ PB} generates KB, so, if (D0
B) 6= K Stab(B), then mapping RB 7→ 1, and

s−1
2 s1 7→ µs2µ

−1
s1 induces a group homomorphism χ : KB → U6 ∩K, and (D0

B) = Augχ(KB).

Now, by the Third Computational Result above and its preceding lemma (6.22), if µ6 6= 1 in K, then
the element s−1

2 s1 − µs2µ
−1
s1 is invertible, since µs2µ

−1
s1 ∈ {µ, µ−1}; hence, B 6∈ CK

adm. If µ6 = 1 in K, to

determine the admissible pairs for B, one may resort - as we did - to computing the ideal (D0
B).

Computing (D0
B) for G25, G32. Let W be the group G25 or G32, and B a list representing a transverse

collection B of conditional type (the conditionality property is actually irrelevant for the algorithm). Let
µ ∈ U6. Since D0

B ⊂ Q[µ] Stab(B), it suffices to calculate the ideal of Q[µ] Stab(B) generated by D0
B.

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,Orb_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 D0
B 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 RB − 1.
Next, for every (i, j) ∈ P_B:

(1) if i, j ∈ Orb_1 or i, j ∈ Orb_2, then we add the vector v(Position(R[j]−1R[i], Stab_B), N ′))−
v(1, 1), representing the element R[j]−1R[i]− 1,

(2) if i ∈ Orb_1 and j ∈ Orb_2, then we add the vector v(Position(R[j]−1R[i], Stab_B), N ′)) −
µ−1 · v(1, 1), representing the element R[j]−1R[i]− µ−1

(3) if i ∈ Orb_2 and j ∈ Orb_1, then we add the vector v(Position(R[j]−1RR[i], Stab_B), N ′))−
µ · v(1, 1), representing the element R[j]−1R[i]− µ

This gives the desired list DBstab.
We give, now, ths algorithm that we used to obtain the subspace of Q[µ]N

′

that corresponds to the
ideal (D0

B). 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[µ] 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[µ]N
′

representing a set of elements L of Q[µ] Stab(B). To calculate

the subspace of Q[µ]N
′

that corresponds to the ideal generated by L, we start with the list L(0)=L, and,
in step i, we obtain a basis L(i) of the Q[µ]-span of {v, left(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 Li−1 ∪ (Gens ·Li−1)∪ (Li−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 G25 or G32 and K a proper
field. If µ6 = 1 in K, and B ∈ Ccond, then dimK(D0

B) = |Stab(B)| − |Stab(B)|/|KB|. In particular,
B is K-admissible.

Finally, we have the following result for G25 and G32.

Proposition 6.23. Let W be the group G25 (resp. G32) and K a proper field. Let B a transverse
collection.

(1) If |B| 6= 2 (resp. 2, 3), then B ∈ CK
adm, and AnnK Stab(B)(B) = Aug(KB)

(2) If |B| = 2 (resp. 2 or 3) and µ6 6= 1 in K, then B 6∈ CK
adm.

(3) If |B| = 2 (resp. 2 or 3) and µ6 = 1 in K, then B ∈ CK
adm and there is a homomorphism

χ : KB → U6 ∩ K such that AnnK Stab(B)(B) = Augχ(KB). Furthermore, in that case,
dimK AnnK Stab(B)(B) = dimK Aug(KB).

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(W )

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 6.5 for BrK(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
5.16 that works over a ring. Recall the definition of the ideals Ir =

∑

B∈C,|B|≥r eBAW (Definition 5.13)

of Br(W ). Also, let πw denote the projection AW → wAStab(B), with respect to the decomposition
AW = ⊕w∈W/Stab(B)wAStab(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 =
∑

w∈W λww ∈ RW be such that xeB ∈ I
(R)
r+1. If ∪λw 6=0wB is a

transverse collection, then πw(x)eB ∈ I
(R)
r+1 for all w ∈ W .

Proof. Consider the quotient BrRr (W ) = BrR(W )/I
(R)
r+1. In BrRr (W ) we have

∑

w∈W λwweB = 0;

we will show that πw(x)eB = 0 in BrRr (W ) for all w ∈ W . Pick some w0 ∈ W . If πw0
(x) =

∑

w∈w0 Stab(B) λwweB 6= 0 in BrR(W ), then we can assume that λw0
6= 0 (otherwise we pick some

other w ∈ w0 Stab(B) such that λw 6= 0). We write
∑

w∈W λwweB = 0 as
∑

w∈w0 Stab(B) λwweB =

−
∑

w 6∈w0 Stab(B) λwweB, or, equivalently,

∑

w∈w0 Stab(B)

λwew0Bw = −
∑

w 6∈w0 Stab(B)

λwewBw.

Multiplying both sides of the last equality by ew0B on the left, yields

∑

w∈w0 Stab(B)

δrλwew0Bw = −
∑

w 6∈w0 Stab(B)

λwew0BewBw.

Now, for the right hand side, if λw 6= 0, then w0B ∪ wB is a transverse collection by assumption.
Furthermore, if w 6∈ w0 Stab(B), then w0B 6= wB and so, |w0B ∪ wB| > r. Hence, ew0BewB = 0

in BrRr (W ). So, we have
∑

w∈w0 Stab(B) δ
rλwew0Bw = 0 or, equivalently, since δ is invertible in R,

∑

w∈w0 Stab(B) λwweB = 0 ⇔ πw0
(x)eB = 0, which implies the statement. �

Definition 7.2. Let W be a complex reflection group and R an A-algebra. If an element x =
∑

w∈W λww ∈ RW satisfies ∪λw 6=0wB ∈ 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) · eB ⊆

I
(R)
r+1.
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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 {weB|B ∈
CK
adm, w ∈ W/KB}, for any proper field K.

Proof. Let K be a proper field for W . Notice first that, the set of the statement is a basis for BrK(W )
by Theorem 6.5. 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 6.5. We remind it here.

Recall the setting of Lemma 5.15, i.e. that Br(W ) is the union of the descending chain of ideals
Ir =

∑

B∈C,|B|≥r AWeB of Br(W ) (Definition 5.13). We show that for all r ∈ N, we have

(12) Ir =
∑

B∈CK
adm

,w∈W/KB

AweB + Ir+1.

Induction on r then yields that the set {weB
∣

∣B ∈ CK
adm, w ∈ W/KB} spans Br(W ), which implies the

result.
Let B be a transverse collection of cardinality r.
Suppose that B 6∈ CK

adm. We first consider the case (m, p) 6= (2, 2). By Proposition 6.12, B is of
cardinality at least two and it contains some Hi, in which case, Lemma 6.9 gives that, for some s ∈ R
we have µss ∈ Rel(B). Since Rel(B)eB = 0 and µss is invertible in A, this yields eB = 0. Hence, if
(m, p) 6= (2, 2), for all r ∈ N, we have, in particular:

(13) Ir =
∑

B∈CK
adm

AWeB + Ir+1.

We show the same equality for (m, p) = (2, 2). By Proposition 6.15, if B 6∈ CK
adm, there are i1, j1, i2, j2

and κ such that H0
i1j1

, H1
i1j1

, Hκ
i2j2

∈ B but Hκ+1
i1j1

6∈ B. Taking the element σγ
α,β ∈ Rel(B) for α =

Hi1j1 , β = Hκ
i2j2

and γ = Hi1j2 , gives that ((j1j2) − (i1i2)κ)eB = 0. We verify that this element

satisfies the bar condition (see Definition 7.2), i.e. (j1j2)B ∪ (i1i2)κB is a transverse collection. For
this, notice that, if i, j 6∈ {i1, i2, j1, j2}, then Hij , H

1
ij are fixed by (j1j2), (i1i2)κ. Hence, the only

hyperplanes in B that are not fixed by (j1j2), (i1i2)κ are Hi1j1 , H
1
i1j1

and Hκ
i2j2

, and it suffices to check

transversality of their respective images, i.e. that (j1j2)B ∪ (i1i2)κB is a transverse collection. We
have that (j1j2) maps Hi1j1 , H

1
i1j1

, Hκ
i2j2

to Hi1j2 , H
1
i1j2

, Hκ
i2j1

respectively, and (i1i2)κ maps the same

hyperplanes to Hκ
i2j1 , H

κ+1
i2j1

, H2κ
i1j2 . One can now see that (j1j2)B ∪ (i1i2)κB is a transverse collection,

using, for example Remark 6.7. Hence, (j1j2) − (i1i2)κ satisfies the bar condition. By Lemma 7.1, this
implies that πw((j1j2) − (i1i2)κ)eB ∈ Ir+1, for all w ∈ W . As one can see from the above calculations,
(j1j2)B 6= (i1i2)κB, hence (j1j2), (i1i2)κ belong to defferent cosets of Stab(B). So, for w = (j1j2) for
example, we have πw((j1j2) − (i1i2)κ) = (j1j2) which implies that (j1j2)eB ∈ Ir, or, since (j1j2) is
invertible, that eB ∈ Ir+1. This yields Equations (13) above, for the case (m, p) = (2, 2) as well.

Suppose now that B ∈ CK
adm. If (m, p) 6= (2, 2), then by Proposition 6.12, B = {Hi} for some i

or B = {Hk1

i1j1
, . . . , Hkr

irjr
} with i1, j1, . . . ii, jr pairwise distinct. In both cases, by Propositions 6.10

and 6.11, respectively, we have that (KB − 1)eB = 0. If (m, p) = (2, 2) we obtain the same result by
Propositions 6.15 and 6.14. This implies that if w1KB = w2KB, then w1eB = w2eB. In particular
w1eB − w2eB ∈ Ir+1, which, together with Equations (13) above, yields Equations (12), and concludes
the proof. �

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 6, 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 G26 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 2.12
of Subsection 2.3.
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7.3.1. Study of freeness for W 6= G26. 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:

(a1) H 6∈ B,
(a2) H 6⋔ B,
(a3) for every H ′ ∈ B non-transverse with H , ∪s∈RH′→H

sB is a transverse collection in the orbit of
B, i.e. all s ∈ RH′→H map B to the same transverse collection.

A pair of acceptable hyperplanes (H ′, H ′′) will be said acceptable if H ′ 6= H ′′ and there is B′ ∼R B
(that is, with RB→B′ 6= ∅) that contains H ′, H ′′.

For H,H ′, H ′′ ∈ H we define the element

τH
′,H′′

H :=
∑

s∈RH→H′

µss−
∑

s∈RH→H′′

µss ∈ AW.

Lemma 7.7. Let (H ′, H ′′) be an acceptable pair, and H ∈ B be non-transverse with both H ′ and H ′′.

Then, τH
′,H′′

H eB = 0.

Proof. Since (H ′, H ′′) is an acceptable pair, there is B′ ∼R B containing H ′, H ′′. Let r ∈ RB→B′ . No-
tice, first of all, that H ′, H ′′ are transverse, and let H1 = r−1H ′ ∈ B and H2 = r−1H ′′ ∈ B. This implies,
in particular that the pairsH1, H

′ andH2, H
′′ are non-transverse (Lemma 2.7). SinceH ′ is acceptable, by

definition, for all reflections s ∈ RH1→H′ we have sB = B′. So, eH′′eH′eB = eH′′ (
∑

s∈RH1→H′
µss)eB =

δ · (
∑

s∈RH1→H′
µss)eB = δeH′eB. In the same way, we get that eH′eH′′eB = δeH′′eB. Now, since

H ′ ⋔ H ′′, eH′ , eH′′ commute; thus, δeH′eB = δeH′′eB whence (eH′ − eH′′ )eB = 0. Since H ∈ B is
non-transverse with both H ′, H ′′, this last equality yields (

∑

s∈RH→H′
µss−

∑

s∈RH→H′′
µss)eB = 0, or,

equivalently, τH
′,H′′

H eB = 0. �

We state now the computational result of this section. Its verification will be discussed in the end of

this subsection. Let Relτ (B) be the set of all τH
′,H′′

H , 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 ΘB, θB, DB, D

0
B found in Subsection 6.3.1.

Fourth Computational Result. Let W be an exceptional group other than G26 and B a trans-
verse collection. Then

(F1) θ(s) ∈ Rel(B) for some s ∈ R ∪ {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 DB ⊆ Z(Rel(B)∪
Relτ (B))

Proposition 7.8. Let W be an exceptional complex reflection group other than G26 and R a proper ring
for W , with K = Frac(R). The set {weB

∣

∣B ∈ CK
adm ∪ Ccond, w ∈ W/KB} 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) I(R)
r =

∑

B∈CK
adm

∪Ccond,w∈W/KB

RweB + I
(R)
r+1,

and the result follows by induction on r. We will use the First Computational Result of the previous
section as well.

Let B ∈ C\(CK
adm ∪ Ccond). By Lemma 6.20, B satisfies condition (A1) of the First Computational

Result, i.e., Rel(B) contains θ(s) for some s ∈ R∪{1}. If B satisfies (F1) above, then there is s′ ∈ R∪{1}
such that θ(s′) ∈ Rel(B), which implies that θ(s′)eB = 0 or, equivalently eB = 0, since θ(s′) is invertible.

If B satisfies (F2), then Corollary 7.3 implies that Rel(B) · eB ⊆ I
(R)
r+1. By (A1), Rel(B) contains some

θ(s), and this implies that eB ∈ I
(R)
r+1. This yields that for all r ∈ N,

(15) I(R)
r =

∑

B∈CK
adm

∪Ccond

RWeB + I
(R)
r+1,
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Suppose now that B ∈ CK
adm ∪ Ccond. Again, by Lemma 6.20 and the First Computational Result,

B satisfies condition (A2). Then B does not satisfy (F1), which would imply (A1); hence, B satisfies

(F2), which implies that Rel(B)eB ⊆ I
(R)
r+1. Now, by (F2.b), DB ⊆ Z(Rel(B) ∪ Relτ (B)), and since, by

Lemma 7.7, Relτ (B)eB = 0, then we have that DB · eB ⊂ I
(R)
r+1, which is equivalent to D0

B · eB ⊂ I
(R)
r+1

(see Corollary 6.18). Recall that

D0
B = {s−1

2 s1 − µs2µ
−1
s1

∣

∣(s1, s2) ∈ PB} ∪ (RB − 1),

and, by (A2.b), the set {s−1
2 s1

∣

∣(s1, s2) ∈ PB} ∪ RB generates KB. This implies that for every h ∈ KB,

there is some invertible lh ∈ A (in fact, some product of the parameters) such that (h − lh)eB ∈ I
(R)
r+1.

Now, if w1, w2 belong to the same left coset of KB in W , i.e. w2 = w1h for some h ∈ KB, then

w2eB = w1heB = w1lheB + w1(h − lh)eB ∈ w1eB + I
(R)
r+1. This, together with Equations (15), yields

Equations (14), and concludes the proof. �

Corollary 7.9. Let W be an exceptional complex reflection group other than G25, G26, G32, and let K
be any proper field. Then, Br(W ) is a free A-module, with basis {weB

∣

∣B ∈ CK
adm, w ∈ W/KB}.

Proof. By the previous proposition, Br(W ) is spanned by {weB
∣

∣B ∈ CK
adm ∪ Ccond, w ∈ W/KB}. By the

Second Computational Result (Section 6.3), if W is different from G25, G32, we have that Ccond = ∅.
Hence, the above spanning set is, in fact, {weB

∣

∣B ∈ CK
adm, w ∈ W/KB}, which, by Theorem 6.5, is a

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

Remark 7.10. As in the case of the infinite series, by Proposition 6.21, for an exceptional group other
than G25, G32, 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 G25 or G32.

(1) The algebra Br(W ) is not a free A-module.
(2) If R is a proper ring where µ6 = 1 (recall that µ 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
{weB

∣

∣B ∈ CK
adm, w ∈ W/KB}, where K = Frac(R).

Proof. We show the second statement first. If µ6 = 1 in R, then the second part of the Third Com-
putational Result says that Ccond ⊆ CK

adm. So, the spanning set for BrR(W ) of Proposition 7.8 above

coincides with the set of the statement. By Theorem 6.5, the latter is a basis of BrK(W ), and, hence, it

is a basis of BrR(W ) as well.
Now, by Theorem 6.5 again, for any proper field K, the set {weB

∣

∣B ∈ CK
adm, w ∈ W/KB} is a basis

for BrK(W ). Let K,K ′ be proper fields such that µ6 6= 1 in K but µ6 = 1 in K ′ (see Example 3.8
and Remark 3.9 to verify the existence of such proper fields). Then, by Proposition 6.23, we have that

CK
adm ⊂ CK′

adm, and, hence, dimK′ BrK
′

(W ) > dimK BrK(W ). This implies that the algebra is not free
over A. �

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 6.3. 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,j]=true if Hi ⋔ Hj , or, otherwise, F[i,j] is a list of positions of reflections in R mapping Hi to Hj .
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 ZN+1, where
N = |R|, representing DB with respect to the basis ΘB = {µss

∣

∣s ∈ R\RB} ∪ RB ∪ {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 ZN , representing the sets Rel(B)
and Relτ (B), respectively, with respect to the basis ΘB.

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 RB − 1. Next, for all k = 1, . . . , N +1 and i, j ∈ B

such that Hi, Hj 6⋔ Hk (we can test this using the table F) we add the vector
∑

l∈F(i,k) v(l, N + 1)−
∑

l∈F(j,k) v(j,N + 1) to Rel; this vector represents the element σHk

Hi,Hj
. In this way we include all

vectors representing the elements of ΣB, which gives the desired list.
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Now, using the list Rel, verifying condition (F1) amounts to checking whether there is i = 1 . . . , N+1
such that v(i, N + 1) ∈ Rel. For condition (F2.a), verifying the bar condition for an element of ZΘB,
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′ ∼R B. Given this, for all (i, j) corresponding to acceptable pairs, and k ∈ B such that Hi, Hk 6⋔ Hk

we add to Rel_Tau the vector
∑

l∈F(k,i) v(l, N + 1) −
∑

l∈F(k,j) v(l, N + 1), which represents the

element τ
Hi,Hj

Hk
. 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 ⊆ ZRel_Bar_Tau. We conclude with the algorithm that we used to check for linear dependence
over Z.

Suppose we have vectors l1, . . . , lm, v ∈ Zn. To test whether v belongs to the Z-span of l1, . . . , lm,
we use standard existing algorithms to obtain the information concerning the Smith Normal Form of a
matrix. Specifically, let A be the n×m matrix with columns l1, . . . , lm. Then, the Z-span of l1, . . . , lm
is equal to Zm ·A, i.e. the image of Zm under right multiplication by A. The aforementioned algorithms
for the Smith Normal Form of A provide us with invertible m × m and n × n, respectively, integer
matrices, S and T , and D = diagm×n(a1, . . . , ar), such that SAT = D. Thus, v ∈ Zm · A is equivalent
to v ∈ Zm · S−1DT−1, which is, in turn, equivalent to vT ∈ Zm ·D, since S−1 induces an isomorphism
Zm → Zm. Now, we can see that, to test if vT ∈ Zm ·D, we need to check that (vT )i = 0 for i > r and
that ai|(vT )i for 1 ≤ 1 ≤ r, where (vT )i is the i-th coordinate of vT . This concludes the algorithm.

7.3.2. Freeness for Br(G26). We prove here that the algebra Br(G26) is free. For this, we remind the
description of the irreducible complex reflection group G26 of Example 2.12.

Let z1, z2, z3 denote the standard coordinates of C3 and ζ = e
2πi
3 . Assume that C3 is equiped with

the standard inner product. The group G26 is the subgroup of GL(C3), generated by the following 3
types of distinguished unitary reflections:

(1) ti, i = 1, 2, 3, with reflecting hyperplanes Hi with equation zi = 0, and order 3,
(2) tκ,λ, κ, λ = 0, 1, 2, with reflecting hyperplanes Tκ,λ with equation z1+ζκz2+ζλz3 = 0, and order

3, and
(3) (ij)κ, for 1 ≤ i 6= j ≤ 3 and κ = 0, 1, 2, with reflecting hyperplanes Hκ

i,j : zi = ζκzj , and order 2.
If κ = 0, we may omit it from the notation.

Hyperplanes of the form Hi and Tκ,λ make up one orbit of hyperplanes which we denote by O1, and
the hyperplanes of the third type form a second orbit O2.

Transversality in G26.

Lemma 7.12. Every hyperplane in O1 is transverse with exactly 3 hyperplanes of G26, which all belong
to O2. Furthermore, if H,H ′ ∈ O1 are trasverse with the same 3 hyperplanes of O2, then H = H ′.

Proof. For the first statement, we show it for H3 ∈ O1 and the general case follows by conjugation.
First, we check the intersection H3 ∩ H1 = 〈(0, 1, 0)〉. This is clearly a subspace of Hλ

1,3 for every λ

and hence H1, H3 are non-transverse. Also, note that H3 ∩H1 ⊆ Hλ
1,3 implies that H3 ∩Hλ

1,3 ⊆ H1 (all

intersections of two hyperplanes are of co-dimension 2), and hence, H3 is non-transverse with Hλ
1,3 for

all λ as well. Similarly, we obtain that H3 6⋔ H2 and H3 6⋔ Hλ
2,3 for all λ.

We check now the intersections H3 ∩ Tκ,λ = 〈(−ζκ, 1, 0)〉 which can be seen to be a subspace of Tκ,λ′

for every λ′ 6= λ, and so H3, Tκ,λ are non-transverse.
Finally, the hyperplanes left to check are the hyperplanes Hλ

1,2, λ = 0, 1, 2, which are transverse with

H3. Indeed, we have Hλ
1,2 ∩ H3 = 〈(ζλ, 1, 0)〉 and one can verify that this is not contained in any

hyperplane other that H3, H
λ
1,2. So, H3 is transverse only with H1,2, H

1
1,2, H

2
1,2 ∈ O2.

For the second statement, we verify that H3 is the only hyperplane in O1 transverse with Hλ
1,2, λ =

0, 1, 2, and the result follows again by conjugation. To quickly check that, observe that the reflections
t1, t2 permute the hyperplanes Hλ

1,2 among themselves and hence, by Lemma 2.8, a hyperplane transverse

with Hλ
1,2, λ = 0, 1, 2 would stay invariant under t1, t2. Such a hyperplane is only H3.

�

Lemma 7.13. The orbit O2 does not contain any pair of transverse hyperplanes.
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Proof. We take again a representative H1,2 ∈ O2, and we check that it is not transverse with any
hyperplane in O2. For Hλ

1,2, λ = 1, 2, we have H1,2 ∩Hλ
1,2 = 〈(0, 0, 1)〉 ⊆ H1 and so H1,2, H

λ
1,2 are non-

transverse. For Hλ
1,3 and any λ we have H1,2 ∩Hλ

1,3 = 〈(ζλ, ζλ, 1)〉 ⊆ Hλ
2,3 which yields that H1,2 6⋔ Hλ

1,3

and T1,2 6⋔ T λ
2,3 as well, completing the result. �

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 O1 is transverse with exactly 3 hyperplanes in O2,
there are 36 of them, each containing one hyperplane of O1 and one of O2. 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 H3. Again, to see that, check that the
transverse collections {H3, H1,2}, {H3, H

1
1,2}, {H3, H

2
1,2} (see the proof of Lemma 7.12 for a verification

of their transversality) are conjugate, since t2{H3, H1,2} = {H3, H
1
1,2} and t22{H3, H1,2} = {H3, H

2
1,2}.

The elements eB for transverse collections of cardinality 2. For a transverse collection B, let
Ann(eB) denote the annihilator of eB in Br(W ).

Lemma 7.14. Let B,B′ be two transverse collections of G26 of cardinality 2. If B,B′ contain the same
hyperplane of O1, then Ann(eB) = Ann(eB′).

Proof. We consider the following collections which serve as convenient representatives for what we demon-
strate: B0 = {H3, H

1
1,2}, B1 = {T0,0, H1,2}, B2 = {T0,0, H1,3}, B3 = {T0,0, H2,3}. Here one may want to

verify that B1, B2, B3 are indeed transverse collections. For B1 we have T0,0 ∩ H1,2 = 〈(1, 1,−2)〉 and
one can check that this is not contained in any hyperplane other than T0,0 and H1,2. For B2, B3 the
same can be obtained by conjugation from B1 with reflections (23), (13) which stabilize T0,0 and map
H1,2 to H1,3 and H1,2 to H2,3 respectively.

We show now that Ann(eB1
) = Ann(eB2

) = Ann(eB3
). For that, we compute eT0,0

eB0
in two ways.

First, we find the reflections taking H3 to T0,0; let s be such a reflection. By Lemma 2.7, the hyperplane
Hs contains H3 ∩ T0,0 = 〈(1,−1, 0)〉. The only hyperplanes different from H3, T0,0 containing this last
subspace are T0,λ, λ = 1, 2 and so, the possible reflections are tp0,λ, λ, p ∈ {1, 2}. To calculate which of
these reflections take H3 to T0,0 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 ∈

Hr\{0} is such that ru = αu where α is some root of unity, then for every v ∈ V, r(v) = v−(1−α) 〈v,u〉〈u,u〉u.

A vector perpendicular to T0,λ is uλ = (1, 1, ζλ) and since t0,λ is the distinguished reflection of T0,λ

of order 3, then tp0,λ(v) = v − (1 − ζp) 〈v,uλ〉
3 uλ. Now, to check whether tp0,λ(H3) = T0,0, it suffices to

check that tp0,λ(H
⊥
3 ) = T⊥

0,0. For that, we use the vectors e3 = (0, 0, 1) and u0 = (1, 1, 1) that generate

H⊥
3 and T⊥

0,0, respectively. Let x = −(1 − ζp) 〈e3,uλ〉
3 = (ζp − 1)ζ−λ/3. We have, tp0,λ(e3) = e3 + xuλ =

(0, 0, 1) + x(1, 1, ζl) = (x, x, 1 + xζλ). So, tp0,λ(H3) = T0,0 if only if (x, x, 1 + xζλ) ∈ 〈(1, 1, 1)〉 ⇔ x =

1 + xζλ ⇔ (1 − ζλ)x = 1. The last equation becomes (1 − ζλ)(ζp − 1)ζ−λ = 3 ⇔ ζp−λ + ζp + ζ−λ = 2.
One can verify that this is true only for p = λ 6= 0, which means that there are two reflections taking
H3 to T0,0, namely t0,1, t

2
0,2. Let µ1, µ2 be the respective Brauer parameters of t0,1, t

2
0,2. We have,

eT0,0
eB0

=
∑

s∈RH3→T0,0
µsseB0

= (µ1t0,1 + µ2t
2
0,2)eB0

. Also, T0,0 is non-transverse with H1
1,2 ∈ B0 and

so eT0,0
eB0

=
∑

s∈R
H1

1,2
→T0,0

µsseB0
= 0, since H1

1,2 and T0,0 belong to different orbits. Combining the

two, we get (µ1t0,1 + µ2t
2
0,2)eB0

= 0.

We write the last equation as et0,1B0
µ1t0,1 = et2

0,2B0
(−µ2t

2
0,2). Since µ1t0,1 and −µ2t

2
0,2 are invertible

elements of Z[µ±1]W, this implies that:

(16) Ann(et0,1B0
) = Ann(et2

0,2B0
),

We find the collections t0,1B0, t
2
0,2B0. Since t0,1H3 = t20,2H3 = T0,0, we have t0,1B0, t

2
0,2B0 ∈

{B1, B2, B3}. However, note that since t0,1, t
2
0,2 map H3 to T0,0 and H1,2 is transverse with both H3

and T0,0, then by Lemma 2.8, H1,2 is invariant under t0,1, t
2
0,2. Thus, since H1,2 6∈ B0, t0,1B0, t

2
0,2B0

do not contain H1,2 either, meaning that t0,1B0, t
2
0,2B0 ∈ {B2, B3} or equivalently, t0,1H

1
1,2, t

2
0,2H

1
1,2 ∈

{H1,3, H2,3}. To find hyperplanes t0,1H
1
1,2, t

2
0,2H

1
1,2 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
H ∩H ′ ⊆ Hs (Lemma 2.7), which implies Hs ∩H ⊆ H ′, in order to find the possible images of t0,1H

1
1,2,

we can first check which hyperplanes among H1,2, H1,3, H2,3 contain H1
1,2 ∩ T0,1 = 〈(ζ, 1,−1 − ζ−1)〉 =
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〈(ζ, 1, ζ)〉. We see that it is only H1,3 and so t0,1H
1
1,2 = H1,3. In the same way, the intersection

H1
1,2 ∩ T0,2 = 〈(ζ, 1,−ζ−1 − ζ−2)〉 = 〈(ζ, 1, 1)〉 is contained only in H2,3 and hence, t20,2H

1
1,2 = H2,3. So,

t0,1B0 = B2, t
2
0,2B0 = B3 and Equation (16) gives Ann(eB2

) = Ann(eB3
). Now, observe that for the

reflection (23), which corresponds to permutation of the coordinates z2, z3, we have (23)B2 = B1 and
(23)B3 = B3 and hence, conjugating Equation (16) by (23) we get Ann(eB1

) = Ann(eB3
). Thus, we

finally obtain Ann(eB1
) = Ann(eB2

) = Ann(eB3
).

Now, since B1, B2, B3 are all the collections of cardinality 2 containing T0,0 ∈ O1 (Lemma 7.12), by
conjugation, we obtain the result of the statement. �

Proposition 7.15. Let B be a transverse collection of G26 of cardinality 2. Then eB = 0.

Proof. We first consider a product eb′e{b,a} where b′, b ∈ O1 and a ∈ O2 is transverse with b. Of course,
if b′ ∈ B then eb′e{b,a} = δe{b,a}; otherwise, recall that every hyperplane in O1 is determined by the
hyperplanes in O2 with which it is transverse (Lemma 7.12), and so if b 6= b′, then there exists a′ ∈ O2

transverse with b but not with b′. This gives that eb′e{b,a′} =
∑

s∈Ra′→b′
µsse{b,a′} = 0 since b′ and a′

belong to different orbits. But Ann(e{b,a}) = Ann(e{b,a′}) and so eb′e{b,a} = 0. Summing up, for all
b, b′ ∈ O1, and a ∈ O2 transverse with b, we have:

(17) eb′e{b,a} = δb′,b · δeB.

Now, we compute eH1,3
eB0

, where B0 = {H3, H
1
1,2} in two ways, as before, to obtain an invertible element

that annihilates eB′ for some conjugate B′ of B. For a verification of the mentioned transversality
relations one may go back to the proof of Lemma 7.12. First of all, H1,3 6⋔ H3, and since H1,3, H3

belong to different orbits, eH1,3
eB0

= 0. In addition to that, H1,3 is non-transverse with H1
1,2 and so

eH1,3
eB0

=
∑

s∈R
H1

1,2
→H1,3

µsseB0
, which yields that

∑

s∈R
H1

1,2
→H1,3

µsseB0
= 0. We rewrite this as

(18)
∑

s∈R
H1

1,2
→H1,3

esB0
µss = 0.

One can quickly see that (32)1 is a reflection mapping H1
1,2 to H1,3, and H3 to H2. By Lemma 2.9,

we know that there is at most one such reflection, so for each s mapping H1
1,2 to H1,3 and different

from (32)1, we have sH3 6= H2. This means that for such s, the hyperplane H2 is not contained in
sB0 and so eH2

esB0
= 0 (Equation (17)). So, multiplying Equation (18) by eH2

on the left, we obtain
∑

s∈R
H1

1,2
→H1,3

eH2
esB0

µss = 0, which yields δe(32)1B0
µ(32)1(32)1 = 0, or, equivalently, e(32)1B0

= 0.

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

Conclusion. Finally, we can prove the following result.

Proposition 7.16. Let W = G26. The algebra Br(W ) is a free A-module, and the set {weH
∣

∣H ∈ H, w ∈
W/WH} is a basis.

Proof. By Theorem 6.5, for any proper field K, the set {weB
∣

∣B ∈ CK
adm, w ∈ W/KB} is a basis for

BrK(G26). As we showed in the discussion preceding the proposition, in G26 there are transverse collec-
tions of cardinality at most 2 and eB = 0 for all transverse collections of cardinality 2. Thus, the above
basis yields, in fact, the basis {weH

∣

∣H ∈ H, w ∈ W/K{H}}. By Remark 6.3, for every H ∈ H, the group

K{H} is just the pointwise stabilizer WH of H . Hence, the set {weH
∣

∣H ∈ H, w ∈ W/WH} is a basis of

BrK(W ). We show that it also spans Br(W ), which then implies the result.
By Lemma 5.12, 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 eB = 0 if B has cardinality
2. Hence, the set {weH

∣

∣H ∈ H, w ∈ W} spans Br(W ). Now, for every H ∈ H and w1, w2 in the same

left coset of WH , i.e. w−1
2 w1 ∈ WH , by (B3) of Definition 3.2 of the Brauer-Chen algebra, we have that

w−1
2 w1eH = eH , or, equivalently, w1eH = w2eH . This implies that set {weH

∣

∣H ∈ H, w ∈ W/WH} spans
Br(W ), which concludes the proof. �

8. Appendix

8.1. Calculation of the order of KB for the infinite series. We calculate here the order of the group
KB that completes the proofs of Propositions 6.11 and 6.14. Recall that, in the setting of G(m, p, n), ζ

denotes the primitive m-th root of unity e
2πi
n and z1, . . . , zn the standard coordinates of Cn. 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) ⋉ 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 PA, DA denote the unique permutation and diagonal, respectively, matrices
for which A = PADA.

Proposition 8.2. Let W = G(m, p, n) and B be transverse collection of the form {Hκ1

i1j1
, . . . , Hκr

irjr
}.

Then KB 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 KB is 2rmr−1r!.

Proof. First, consider B of the form {Hi1j1 , . . . , Hirjr}. In the proof of Proposition 6.11 we identified
KB with the group K0

B generated by {(ij)
∣

∣Hij ∈ B} ∪ {(ii′)κ(j′j)κ
∣

∣Hij′ , Hi′j ∈ B, κ ∈ Z}, which we
write more concisely as

K0
B = 〈(ij), (ii′)κ(jj

′)κ
∣

∣Hij , Hi′j′ ∈ B, κ ∈ Z〉.

Notice that the element (ii′)κ(jj
′)κ can be written as:

(ii′)(jj′) · diag(1, . . . , ζκ

(i)

, 1, . . . , ζκ

(j)

, 1, . . . , ζ−κ

(i′)

, 1, . . . , ζ−κ

(j′)

, 1, . . . ).

Denote this element by hκ(i, i
′, j′, j), and bymκ(i, i

′, j′, j) the above diagonal matrix so that hκ(i, i
′, j, j′) =

(ii′)(jj′)mκ(i, i
′, j, j′). Then h0(i, i

′, j, j′) = (ii′)(jj′), and hence, hκ(i, i
′, j, j′) = h0(i, i

′, j, j′)mκ(i, i
′, j, j′).

So, we have that

(19) K0
B = 〈(ij), (ii′)(jj′),mκ(i, i

′, j, j′)
∣

∣Hij , Hi′j′ ∈ B〉.

Now, consider the subgroups

K
(1)
B = 〈(ij), (ii′)(jj′)

∣

∣Hij , Hi′j′ ∈ B〉 and K
(2)
B = 〈mκ(i, i

′, j, j′)
∣

∣Hij , Hi′j′ ∈ B〉,

which generate K0
B. One can see that K

(1)
B consists of all permutation matrices that stabilize B and

which induce the identity permutation on the coordinates zi for the indices i 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 2rr!.

For the groupK
(2)
B , a quick verification yields that it consists of all diagonal matrcices diag(ζλ1 , . . . , ζλn)

for which λi = λj for all Hij ∈ B, λi = 0 for all i not appearing in B, and such that
∑n

i=1 λi = 0. It
follows that its order is mr−1.

Now, K
(1)
B ,K

(2)
B consist, respectively, of permutation and diagonal matrices and generate K0

B. By

Remark 8.1 above, this implies that K0
B = K

(1)
B ⋉K

(2)
B , and hence, the order of K0

B is 2rmr−1r!.
For the description of K0

B as a subgroup of Stab(B), one needs only verify that a matrix A = PADA ∈
G(m, p, n), with DA = diag(ζλ1 , . . . , ζλn), stabilizes B if and only the permutation induced by PA on the
indices appearing in B stabilizes B and λi = λj for all Hij ∈ B. Comparing this with the description of

K
(1)
B ,K

(2)
B 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 {Hκ1

i1j1
, . . . , Hκr

irjr
}

is the image of B under the element
∏r

i=1 t̂
κi

i ∈ G(m, 1, n). Furthermore, as explained in the same proof,
KgB = gKBg

−1 for all g ∈ G(m, 1, n). This yields the order of KB for all such transverse collections.
Moreover, the product of the non-zero entries of a monomial matrix A = PADA ∈ G(m, p, n) is equal

to its determinant times the sign of the permutation corresponding to PA 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−1 ∈ g Stab(B)g−1 = 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−1 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 {Hκ1

i1j1
, . . . , Hκr

irjr
}. This concludes

the proof. �

Proposition 8.3. Let W = G(2, 2, n) and B = {Hi1j1 , H
1
i1j1

, . . . , Hirjr , H
1
irjr

} (with all indices distinct).
Then KB 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 2r+n−1r!.
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Proof. In the proof of Proposition 6.14 we identified KB with the following subgroup of G(m, p, n):

K0
B = 〈(ij1)κ, (i1i)κ(i1i)κ+1, (i1i)κ(j1j)κ, (j1j2)κ(j1j2)κ+1〉,

with Hij1 , Hi1j ∈ B, κ ∈ Z, and 1 ≤ j2 ≤ 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 K0

B:

〈(ij)κ, (ii1)κ(jj1)κ, (j1j2)κ(j1j2)κ+1

∣

∣Hij , Hi1j1 ∈ B, κ ∈ Z, 1 ≤ j2 ≤ n〉

As in the proof of Proposition 8.1 above, we have

(ii1)κ(jj1)κ = (ii1)(jj1) · diag(1, . . . , ζ
κ

(i)

, 1, . . . , ζκ

(j)

, 1, . . . , ζ−κ

(i1)

, 1, . . . , ζ−κ

(j1)

, 1, . . . ),

and we set hκ(i, i1, j1, j) = (ii1)κ(jj1)κ andmκ(i, i1, j, j1) the above diagonal matrix, so that hκ(i, i1, j1, j)
= (ii1)(jj1) ·mκ(i, i1, j, j1). Note, again that (ii1)(jj1) = h0(i, i1, j1, j). One can also verify the following
two identities,

(ij)κ = (ij) · diag(1, . . . , ζκ

(i)

, 1, . . . , ζκ

(j)

, 1, . . . , 1),

and

(j1j2)κ(j1j2)κ+1 = diag(1, . . . , ζ
(j1)

, 1, . . . , ζ−1

(j2)

, 1, . . . , 1).

Let lκ(i, j) = diag(1, . . . , ζκ

(i)

, 1, . . . , ζκ

(j)

, 1, . . . ) and qκ(j1, j2) = (j1j2)κ(j1j2)κ+1, and consider the following

subgroups of K0
B:

K
(1)
B = 〈(ij), (ii1)(jj1)

∣

∣Hij , Hi1j1 ∈ B〉

and

K
(2)
B = 〈lκ(i, j), qκ(j1, j2),mκ(i, i1, j, j1)

∣

∣Hij , Hi1j1 ∈ B, κ ∈ Z, 1 ≤ j2 ≤ n〉.

By the above, it is clear that the subgroups K
(1)
B ,K

(2)
B generate KB. Furthermore, in view of Remark

8.1, since they consist, respectively, of permutation and diagonal matrices, then KB = K
(1)
B ⋉K

(2)
B .

Now, one can see that K
(1)
B consists of all permutation matrices stabilizing B and inducing the identity

permutation on the coordinates zi 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 2rr!.

For K
(2)
B , one can, in fact, verify that it consists of all diagonal matrices diag(ζλ1 , . . . , ζλn) for which

∑n
i=1 λi = 0, i.e. all diagonal matrices in G(m, p, n); this group has order 2n−1. This yields the order of

K0
B, which is 2n+r−1r!.
For the characterization of K0

B as a subgroup of Stab(B), since all diagonal matrices stabilize B, we
notice that a matrix A = PADA ∈ G(2, 2, n) stabilizes B if and only if the permutation matrix PA

stabilizes B. By the above, the group K0
B 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 zi for indices i not appearing in any hyperplane in B. One can
see that this yields the characterization of the statement. �

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)/KB. 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 |+
∑

B

|B|2 · |SB/KB|,

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 G25 and G32, we include with an
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asterisque the corresponding data for proper fields where µ ∈ U6 (recall that µ is the quotient of the
parameters corresponding to the two orbits of reflections in these groups).

W |B| |B| |SB/KB| dimK Br(W )
G4 1 4 2 56

G5
1 4 6

264
1 4 6

G6
1 6 4

256
1 4 4

G7

1 6 12
9601 4 12

1 4 12
G8 1 6 4 240

G9
1 12 8

1,632
1 6 8

G10
1 8 12

1,488
1 6 12

G11

1 12 24
6,4321 8 24

1 6 24
G12 1 12 2 336

G13
1 6 8

960
1 12 4

G14
1 12 6

1,392
1 8 6

G15

1 12 12
3,6481 8 12

1 6 24
G16 1 12 10 2,040

G17
1 30 20

22,080
1 12 20

G18
1 20 30

18,120
1 12 30

G19

1 30 60
90,2401 20 60

1 12 60
G20 1 20 6 2,760

G21
1 30 12

16,320
1 20 12

G22 1 30 4 3,840

G23
1 15 4

1,045
3 5 1

W |B| |B| |SB/KB| dimK Br(W )
G24 1 21 8 3,864

G25

1 12 18
3,272/3,416*2 12 0/1*

3 4 2

G26
1 9 72

12,312
1 12 36

G27 1 45 24 50,760

G28
1 12 48

14,976
1 12 48

G29 1 40 96 161,280

G30
1 60 120

452,025
4 75 1

G31 1 60 384 1,428,480

G32

1 40 1,296
2 240 0/2* 2,232,320/
3 160 0/2* 2,398,720*
4 40 2

G33

1 45 576
1,364,7692 270 2

5 26 1

G34

1 126 155,520
2,653,218,0992 2,835 18

6 567 1

G35

1 36 720
1,440,5852 270 6

4 135 1

G36

1 63 23,040

139,613,625

2 945 48
3 3,780 0
3 315 6
4 3,780 0
4 945 2
7 135 1

G37

1 120 2,903,040

53,328,069,225
2 3,780 720
4 113,400 0
4 9450 6
8 2025 1
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