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Quantized function algebras at ¢ = 0: type A,, case
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Abstract

We define the notion of quantised function algebras at ¢ = 0 for the ¢ deformations of
the type A,, compact Lie groups at the C*-algebra level. The C*-algebra A,,(0) is defined
as a universal C*-algebra given by a finite set of generators and relations. We obtain these
relations by looking at the irreducible representations of the quantised function algebras for
q > 0 and taking limit as ¢ — 0+ after rescaling the generating elements appropriately. We
then focus on the case n = 2 and prove that irreducible representations A2(0) are precisely
the ¢ — 0+ limits of the irreducible representations of the C*-algebras Az(q).

AMS Subject Classification No.: 17B37, 20G42, 46167,

Keywords. Quantum groups, g-deformation, quantized function algebras, representations.

1 Introduction

The theory of crystal bases was developed independently by Kashiwara ([6], [5], [7], [8], [9], [L0])
and Lusztig ([14], [I5]) in the early 1990’s. For a broad class of Lie algebras g, they observed
that even though the quantised universal enveloping algebras U, (g) do not exist at ¢ = 0, when
one looks at a finite dimensional module over U,(g), one can renormalize the actions of the
generating elements in such a way that they continue to make sense at ¢ = 0. This was the
starting point of the theory which later found remarkable applications in representations of
classical groups where one can use the theory to construct good bases for finite dimensional
representations of a complex simple Lie algebra. This is considered to be one of the major

achievements of quantum group theory.
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The coordinate ring of regular functions for the g-deformation of a complex simple Lie
group GG can be viewed as a module over the corresponding quantised universal enveloping al-
gebra Uy (g) of the Lie algebra g of the group G. Crystallisation of these modules were studied
by Kashiwara in [8] while developing his theory of crystal bases. Crystallisation of the C*-
algebraic counterpart of the coordinate rings, i.e. the C*-algebra of ‘continuous functions’ for
the g-deformation G of compact Lie groups G, however, have not been investigated in the lit-
erature. For the quantum SU(2) group, Woronowicz had described the C*-algebra C'(SU4(2))
at ¢ = 0 in [I8], though it did not seem to appear again anywhere in the literature, except
possibly by Hong & Szymanski ([4]) who observed that it is a graph C*-algebra. However, very
recently Chakraborty & Pal ([1]) demonstrated a very interesting application of this C*-algebra
in proving an approximate equivalence between the GNS representation of the Haar state of
SU,4(2) and another well known faithful representation of the same C*-algebra. This approxi-
mate equivalence, in turn, has interesting applications in and connections with noncommutative
geometry and topology. In particular it gives a K K-class via Cuntz’s notion of quasihomo-
morphisms and also gives a generalized Fredholm representation of the dual quantum group
S/U‘q(\2) ([]). Chakraborty & Pal obtained the unitary giving their approximate equivalence by
using the C*-algebra C(SU,4(2)) at ¢ = 0. A similar equivalence (or approximate equivalence)
in the case of SU,(3) or more generally for g-deformations of compact Lie groups should be an
important tool in understanding these quantum groups and their geometry better. Therefore
it seems worthwhile to investigate the crystallisation of quantised function algebras for the
g-deformations of compact Lie groups in the C*-algebra set up. In the present paper our goal
is to initiate a study in this direction. In particular, we will describe and study the C*-algebras
C(Gy) at ¢ = 0 where G is a type A, compact Lie group.

For the rest of the paper, we will denote by A,(q) the C*-algebra C'(SUy(n + 1)), where

€ [0,1). The C*-algebras A, (q) for ¢ # 0 are given by a set of generators and relations. In
order to obtain the C*-algebra A, (0), one needs to obtain ‘these relations at ¢ = 0’ and then
look at the universal C*-algebra given by them. Our first aim is to obtain those relations.
Recall that in Kashiwara’s work, while crystallising an U,(g) module, the passage to ¢ = 0 is
done through quotienting by an appropriate ideal, but the actions of the generating elements
of Uy(g) need to be ‘renormalized’ before the quotienting procedure so that one gets something
meaningful after quotienting. We will use a limiting procedure instead of quotienting. Similar
to the Crystal bases case, we will make an appropriate scaling or renormalization before taking
limits. We do this in Section 2, where we look at the ireducible representations of the C*-
algebra A, (q) for ¢ # 0 and the actions of the generating elements as ¢ — 0+. After rescaling
the generators and taking limits, we come up with a set of relations that we use to define the
crystallised C*-algebra A,,(0) as the universal C*-algebra given by these relations. In Section 3,

we focus on the C*-algebra A3(0) more closely. In particular, we show that all the irreducible



representations arise exactly as limits of irreducible representations of As(q) as ¢ — 0+. As a
simple application, we prove that A(0) has a natural coproduct making it a compact quantum

semigroup, but it is not a compact quantum group.

2 The crystallised C*-algebra A, (0)

We will start by recalling a few facts on the quantum group SU,(n + 1). For details, we
refer the reader to ([12]), (Chapters 3-5, [17]), (Chapters 89, [1I]) and (Chapter 3, [13]).
Let 7! denote the fundamental representation of U,(sf(n + 1,C)) and let ((¢;;)) denote the
matrix of 7!(-) with respect to some fixed basis. Let R, = >, szlEzk ® E;; be the R-matrix
for this representation and let Rq = 0 o Ry, where o is the flip operator. Then the equality
Ry(m*@7Y)(-) = ('@ 7Y)(-)R, gives the following commutation relations (Equations (2.1-
2.2), [12]):

titin = qtigti i if j <1, (2.1)
tijthi = qtrjtij if i <k, (2.2)
titti; =tk tii ifi <kandj<l, (2.3)
tijtig —tiatij = (@ —q Dtigte; ifi<kandj<l. (2.4)

The quantum determinant for the matrix ((¢; ;)) is given by (see Equation (2.7), [I2] or Chap-
ter 4, [17])

D, = Z (_q)é(a)tl,a(l)tla@)"'tn+1,a(n+l)7 (2.5)

O'Eyn+1

where ¢(0) denotes the length of the permutation o. Let Dy" denote the (s,7)th cofactor of
the matrix ((t; ;). Then one has

(ti))(=a)"*Dg") = ((=0)" > Dg" ) (ti ) = Dyl

It is also known that the quantum determinant D, is a central element of the algebra (Theo-
rem 4.6.1, page-50, [I7]). It follows from the centrality result that

D27rti7j = t’i7jDZ7r le #~ r, j #* 8.

The compact real form of U, (s¢(n+1,C)) that gives us the compact quantum group SU,(n+1)

makes the matrix ((¢; ;)) unitary and therefore one has

D, =1, (2.6)
trs=(=q)°"Dy°. (2.7)



Consequently, one also has

ti,jt:‘,s = tj,sti,jv 1#71T, ] #S. (2.8)

Next let us briefly recall the irreducible representations of the C*-algebra A,,(¢). The Weyl
group for SU,(n + 1) is isomorphic to the permutation group &,41 on n + 1 symbols. Denote
by s; the transposition (4,7 + 1). Then {s1, s9,...,s,} form a set of generators for &,,;1. For
a,b € N, a < b, denote by s[,p the product spsp—1...5.. Let w = S[q; 5,15[az,b2] - - - S[ar,br]s
where 1 < b; <by < ... <bp <n. Then w is a reduced word in &,,41.

Let S be the left shift operator on ¢?(N):

en_1 ifn>=1,

0 if n=0.

Se, =

Denote by ngi) the following representation of As(q) on ¢?(N):

S\IT—@N  ifi=j=k,
VI—@NS* ifi=j=Fk+1,

PpO(t, ) = { —gVH! ifi=kj=k+l, (2.9)
g~ ifi=Fk+1,j=F,
0i ;1 otherwise.

For a reduced word w = s;,5;, ... s;, € Sp41, define 1/10(51) to be 1/12?3 * 1/;22 * Lk 1/12?2. Here, for

two representations ¢ and 1, ¢ * 1) denote the representation (¢ ® 1)A,.
Next, let A = (A1,...,\,) € (S1)". Define

Nibi j ifi=1,
Andi j ifi=n+1, (2.10)

>

Xy(ti ;) =

Ai—1Ai0; ; otherwise.
It is well-known (Theorem 6.2.7, page 121, [13]) that for any reduced word w € &, and a
tuple A = (A1,...,\,) € (S1)", the representation

P, = X+ g0 (2.11)

is an irreducible representation of A, (q), and these give all the irreducible representations of
An(q).
The following is the key observation in getting the commutation relations used to define

the quantised function algebra at ¢ = 0.



Proposition 2.1 For any irreducible representation 7 of A, (q) on a Hilbert space H, the norm
limits limg_,01 7(t;,j(q)) exist for all 1 <i,5 <n+ 1.

Moreover, fori < j, the norm limits lim,—04(—q) /7 (t; ;(q)) exist.

Proof: Observe that if the above limits exist for two representations my and w9, then the limits
also exist for the representation 7y * mo. This is immediate from the equality

n+1

m xma(t; ;(q) = Z m1(t; 1(q) @ ma(ty ;(q))-

k=1
Therefore the proof reduces to a simple verification of the existence of the limits for the repre-

sentations X, and ¢, using (2.9) and (2.10]). O

Remark 2.2 1. From the second part of the result, it follows that for ¢ < j, one has
limgo+ 7(ti,j(q)) = 0.

2. The two statements in the above result can be combined into the following;:

the limit lim, o+ (—¢)" "7 (t; j(q)) exists and is finite for each ireducible

representation 7 of A, (q).

For an irreducible representation m of A, (q), let us define

v limg—o4+ 7(t; ;(q)) if i > 7, (2.12)
! limgor (—¢) Im(t; ;(q)) ifi <.
Proposition 2.3 For any irreducible representation m of Ay(q), the operators Z; ; = ngj
satisfy the following commutation relations:
Z;iZi1 =0 if g <l, (2.13)
7,7, =0 if i<k, (2.14)

, Jj<l<i<k,
Zi1Zy, ;=0 if < . (2.15)
1<k<j<l

1<j<j+l<k<l
1<j<j+1l<Ii<Ek,

Zi k1 = Lk =0 if (2.17)
I<i<i+1l<k<l,

j<i<i+l<l<k,



1<j<j+l=k<l,
_ 1<j<j+1=10<k,
ZiiZk) = ZkaZig = Zialry o (2.18)
i<i<i+1=k<l,

j<i<i+1=I0<k.

Proof: The proof is a careful verification in each of the cases using the relations (Z.IH24) and
Proposition 211 First observe that the Y] ;’s satisfy the same relations (2IH24) as the ¢, ’s.
Therefore the relations (2.13)), (2.14) and (2.16]) follow from ([2IHZ3)). Similarly the relations in
(215) follow from (24]). Let us next prove the first relation in 21I7)). Leti <j<j+1 <k <.

Note that in this case we have

Z; ;= lim (—q)"n(t; ;(q)), Zyy = lim (—)" '7(ty,(q)),

q—0+ q—0+
. i—1 .
Zi,l = q£%1+(—Q)Z W(tz‘,l(Q))a Zk,j = q£%1+ﬂ(tk,j(Q))

From (2.4]), we have

(=) Ttij (=) ey — (=) Mtea(—q) It

(—q) (g - qil)ti,ltk,j
(—@)* (g — ¢ Vg ity

(_1)19—]' (qk—j+1 . qk_j_l)qi_lti,ltk,j'

Since k — j — 1> 0, it follows that Z; ;Z, , — Z} ,Z; ; = 0. Proofs of the remaining relations in

(2I7) are similar.
Next we will prove the first relation in (2I8]). Let i < j < j+ 1 =k < [. From (24), as

before we have
(=) ti (=) g — () tra(—) Tty = (D) = T g ety

In this case, since k —j = 1, we have Z, ;2 | — Z) Z, ; = Zilej. Proofs of the remaining

relations are similar. ]

Remark 2.4 The relations (ZI3H2I8) above can be rewritten in a slightly more compact form



as follows

2,7, =0 if j <1,

ZiiZ; =0 if i < k,
Zi1 2y — 2y ;2 =0 ifi<kandj<I.

ZiZy; =0 if i <k, j<land max{7,j} > min{k,[},
Z;iZ1 — ZyaZij =0 if i <k, j<land max{7,j} + 1 < min{k,},

Zi,jZk:,l — Zk‘,lZi,j = Zilekvj lf 7 < k’, j < l and maX{i,j} + 1= min{k,l},

Proposition 2.5 For any irreducible representation m of A,(q), one has

Z11222 - Zpsiner = 1.

Proof: From (2.6]) one gets m(D,) = I and the result follows by taking limit as ¢ — 0+.

From (2.1), it follows that for any representation 7 of A,(g), one has
(m(trs(0))* = (=q)" "7 (Dg®).
We will need the following lemma in the proof of the next proposition.
Lemma 2.6 Let 1 <s<r<n+1. Let
k ifl1<k<r, ) k if 1 <k <s,
kE+1 ifr<k<n, T E+1 ifs<k<n,

i =

Let 0 € .%,. Then
Z (Jo(k) — i) =17 — 5.

k:jo-(k)>lk

Proof: The required inequality follows from the following simple computation:

Z ja(k - lk Z ja(k - 1]@
k:jo-(k)>lk k=1
n

lea(k Z

k=1

<(n+1 2)_S>_<(n~l—1)2(n~l—2)_T>

=T —3S.

(2.23)

(2.24)

(2.25)

O

(2.26)



Proposition 2.7 For any irreducible representation m of A,(q), one has

Zig-Zsas1ZssirZsirsra o Zrapritrit s Lnginsn HT> 8,
* .
Zr,s - Z1,1 e Zr—l,r—lzr+1,rZr+2,r+1 e Zs,s—125+1,s+1 o Zn+1,n+1 ifr <s, (2.27)

Zl,l s Zs—l,s—lzs+1,s+1Zs+2,s+2 e Zn+1,n+1 ifr =s.

Proof: We will denote the operator m(t;;(¢)) by Y; = Y;(q) in this proof. From equa-

7-7
tion (2:26]), we get

(YT?:-S)* - <_q)s_r Z <_q)€(a)}/;71r?]o(1) e 5/7;:7jo(n) (228)
oES

=(=¢)"" Z <_Q)Z(0)Y17,T&(1) : "}/11,&(7«71)}/;11,&(7«“) e vzr+1,&(n+1)7 (2.29)
oES

where 75, and j; are as in Lemma and ¢ € 41 is the permutation that takes i — j, )
for all k€ {1,2,...,n} and takes r to s.

Now let us look at the case r < s first. In this case, one has

(=) (V) = D (=) Vs Y s )Y st - Yois )
OES

_ ™ U s s ™ ™ ™
- f1,1522 - Ar—1pr—1-r4+1r - Fss—17s+1,s4+1 " Tnt+lntl
Y, Y- Y Y. Y,
o)y ™ T T ™
+ 0 ) Y Y s ) Y a4 - Yo st
oE€ES
o#id

Taking limit as ¢ — 0+, one gets

*
Zr,s - Zl,l ce ZT’—l,T’—lzT’+1,T’ZT’+2,T’+1 te Zs,s—lZS—i-l,s-i-l ce Zn+l,n+1‘

For r = s, one has

(V7)* = > (0 5y Y o) Yo 5s41) - Yo 15(nt 1)
0ES n

T T T T T
=Y Yoo Y oY e Yo ims

+ Z (—Q)Z(U)Yf&u) Y 1) Yo 1,5(s4+1) - Yk 1,5(nt1)-
0ES n
o#id

Taking limit as ¢ — 0+, one gets

*
Zs,s - Zl,l s Zsfl,stZs+1,s+1Zs+2,s+2 s Zn+1,n+1'



For r > s, one has

(Yrirs)* =(—q)*" Z (_Q)Z(U)Yfr&u) e Yril,&(rfl)yrﬁl,&(rﬂ) x err+1,c~r(n+1)

)

0ES n
S—r s i s s v T s
=(—q) Y1,1Y2,2---Y;—1,s—1 s,s+1---Yr—1,rYr+1,r+1---Yn+1,n+1
s—r L(o)ym T T T
+ (=0 ) ()Y sy Y s ) Y s Yo s(ns )
oES
o#id

Taking limit as ¢ — 0+ and by Lemma 2.6 it follows that

*
Zr,s - Zl,l cee Zs—l,s—1Z8,5+1Zs+1,s+2 te ZT’—l,T’ZT’+1,T’+1 ce Zn-i—l,n—l—l‘

This completes the proof.

Proposition 2.8 For any irreducible representation m of A,(q), the operators Zi,j

satisfy the following relations:
ZZjZT,S = Z'ﬂSZZj’ Z 7é 7", ] 7é S.

Proof: This is immediate from (2.8)) and Proposition 211

Theorem 2.9 There is a universal C*-algebra generated by elements Z; is

satisfying the following relations:

Z 5% = 0 ifj <l
22, =0 ifi <k,
Zi 1%k, — #kj%i = 0 ifi<kandj<lI.
21255 =0 ifi <k, j <l and max{i,j} > min{k,(},
2 ;%1 — 26025 = 0 if i <k,j<l and max{i,j} + 1 < min{k, [},

2%k~ Zki%ig = Ziacky 1<k, j <l and max{i,j} + 1 = min{k,1},

211722 Zpgintl = L,

OJ

= /7.
- ZZ?]

(2.30)

OJ

1 <4, <n+1

(2.31)
(2.32)

(2.33)

(2.34)

(2.85)

(2.56)

(2.87)



(Zl,l ce Zs—l,s—l) (Zs,s+lzs+l,s+2 cee Zr—l,r) (Zr+1,r+1 s Zn+1,n+1) ZfT > 8,

s = (21,1 e erl,rfl) (Zr+1,rzr+2,r+1 : "Zs,sfl) (Zs+1,s+1 : "Zn+1,n+1) ifr<s, (238
(zl,l Ex Zsfl,sfl) (Zs+1,s+1zs+2,s+2 e zn+1,n+1) if r=s.
2 % s = Zps%is i# T, jF# S, (2.39)

Proof: Let H be the Hilbert space £2(N). Let 1 <k <n and let

-

S ifi=j=k
g ifi=j=k+1,

m(2,5) =3 leoy{eo| ifi=k, j=k+1,
leogdleo| ifi=k+1, j=F,

0i ;1 otherwise,
k i

where |eg){ep| is the projection onto the span of eg. Then 7 gives a representation of the

relations (2.31H2.39).
It follows from the relations (2:35H2.39) that

J n+1
Z ZikZe =1 = Z 2 %k I<i<n+1l (2.40)
k=1 k=j

Therefore we have |7(z; ;)| < 1foralli > j. Using (2.38]), one then concludes that ||7(z; ;)| < 1

<
< 1 for all ¢, 5. The rest of the proof is now standard and follows

for all ¢ < j. Thus ||7r(z”)||
i
that |m(a)| < K for any representation 7 of the relations (Z.3THZ.39)). 0

from the fact that for any polynomial a in the z, .’s and zg"’j’s, there is a positive real K such

We will conclude this section with two important remarks.

Remark 2.10 The above definition of crystallisation relies on the observations that
1. the limits limy g4 (—q) 07 ;(t; i(q)) exist for each irreducible representation ,
2. they lead to the same set of relations, and

3. these relations ensure that for each representation of them on a Hilbert space, the norm

of each generating element is bounded by a fixed constant.

The knowledge of all irreducible representations of C(G,) which is due to Soibelman, plays a
very crucial role in the first two points above, while unitarity of the matrix ((¢; ;)) ensures point
3 above. Soibelman’s result remains valid for deformations of compact Lie groups for all the
other types (B, C, D, E, F and G). Using his result, therefore, it should be possible to carry

10



out steps 1 and 2 above (with different scaling constants) for other types as well, and unitarity
of ((t;;)) will then guarantee that step 3 remains valid. Thus it should be possible to define

crystallisation of C'(Gy) in the remaining cases as well following the above outline.

Remark 2.11 Notice that for different values of the parameter ¢, the elements ¢; ;(q) be-
long to different algebras, seemingly unrelated. Therefore it is difficult to interpret the limits
limg 0+ (—q) )07, ;(¢;;(g)). But if one looks at the g-deformations O,(G) as specializations
of the algebra O.(G) over the field of rational functions Q(¢) in the variable ¢, then it is possi-
ble to interpret the above as limits of elements in O;(G) and the limiting relations as limits of
relations involving elements of O(G). Thus there is a relation between the limit that we are
looking at and rational form of the coordinate function algebra O;(G) and its specializations
that is hidden here. This relationship has been made more explicit and more precise by Matassa
& Yuncken in their paper [16] where they define crystallisation of the C*-algebras C'(G,) in
a slightly different way. By exploiting connections with the theory of crystal bases they were
able to define the crystallisation of C'(Gy) for all types in a unified manner, and show that the
crystallisations are higher rank graph C*-algebras.

As has been mentioned in the introduction, we were led to explore the notion of crystalli-
sations of C(G,) from a specific problem, and in particular, one of the main properties of the
crystallised algebra that we were interested in are all its irreducible representations. From
that perspective, a description of the C*-algebra in terms of a finite set of generators and
relations seems to be more convenient to work with. At the moment it is not clear whether
the Matassa-Yuncken definition of the crystallised C*-algebra coincides with ours. This will
be an interesting question to look at, as one will then be able to take advantage of both the

descriptions for studying the crystallised algebra.

3 The case n =2

In this section we will focus our attention to the case n = 2 and study the irreducible repre-
sentations of the C*-algebra As(0).
3.1 Irreducible representations

Let us start by introducing a family of representations of A, (0) that are analogous to the
irreducible representations of A,(q) for ¢ # 0. As mentioned in Section 2, Theorem 6.2.7 in
[13] tells us that the family ¢§3¢)‘) where A € (S1)" and w is a reduced word in .7, 1, gives all
the ireducible representations of the C*-algebra A, (q) for ¢ € (0,1). Let us define

Z; ;= lim (—q)D090) (t; :(q)), (3.41)

11



where wg\qzj is the representation of A, (q) defined in Section 2. Note that by Proposition [2.1]
the above limits exist and the operators Z; ; obey the relations [23IH2.39). Therefore

Ua(ig) = Jim (@)U (15(0). i (L2 0+ (3.42)

defines a representation of A,,(0) on the Hilbert space £2(N““)), where ¢(w) denotes the length

of the element w.

Theorem 3.1 For any (A, p) € (S1)? and a reduced word w in .73, the representation ¥y ;).
given by (343) is irreducible.
If (A ), w) # (N, 1), "), then the representations 1y ) o and Y(x . are inequivalent.

Proof: We will denote the rank one projection |eg)y{eg| by Py. For w = id, the representation

(A u)w is one dimensional and hence irreducible. Let w = s1. In this case, ¥y ). 1s given by

2171 = )\S, Z1’2 = APO, Z1’3 = 0,
3 B\ *
2271 = )\,U/PO, Z272 = AIUS s Z2’3 — 0,

2371 = 0, Z372 = 0, Z3’3 = /_I/I
Therefore for any j, k € N, one has
j—k—1/.% \j k
lej)ex] = N (21,1)]Z1,2Z1,1-

Therefore K((*(N)) S th(x 4w (A2(0)). This imples ¢ ), is irreducible. Proof for w = s is
similar.

Next, let us take w = s1s9. In this case we have

2171'—>)\S®I, 2172'—))\P0®S, 2173'—>)\P0®P0,
2271 L E\/J/PO ®[, 2'272 = S\/J/S* ®S, 2'273 = S\/J/S* ®P0,
2371 —> 0, 2372 —> /:LI@P(], 2373 —> ,L_LI@S*

In this case, for any j, k € N, we have

lej){ex| ® 1 = )‘jfkfl(zil)jzl,zzfla

I®|ej) e = 1’ +IZ;]),,3Z3,2(Z§,3) :

Thus K(2(N)®F2(N)) < Y(xu)w(A2(0)), which imples 9y ), is irreducible. Proof for w = sgs;

is similar.

12



Finally take w = s1s9s1. Here one has

2171'—))\S®I®S, 2172'—))\P0®S®S*+S®[®P0, 21’3'—>)\P0®P0®[,
2271 H;\/,LPO@[@S, 2272 '_)S\MS*®S®S*, 22’3'_>5\,LLS*®PO®I,

Now observe that for any j, k,m,n € N,

e <ebl @ lem) Cenl @1 = e12s (F g2 5(:3)") (24a)"

I® |ej){er] ® lem){en| = C2Z§,3 (289231 (252)") (Zék,g)ky
where ¢; and ¢y are two scalars involving A and p. Therefore it follows that
K(E(N) ® 2(N) @ (*(N)) S 5 ) (42(0)),

which imples that ¥y ). is irreducible.
The inequivalence of different vy ,) s follow by comparing the spectrum of the operators
Y w(i)'s -
The next theorem states that the ones listed in the previous theorem are in fact all the

irreducible representations of A3(0). The proof is computation-heavy and has been given in

the appendix.

Theorem 3.2 Let m be an irreducible representation of A2(0) on a Hilbert space H. Then
there exist A\, € S' and a reduced word w € .#3 such that T is equivalent to V) w-

Corollary 3.3 A(0) is a type-I C*-algebra.

Proof: In the course of the proof of the Theorem [3.I] we have already observed that for every
representation of the form 7 = 1y ;) ., one has K(H;) < 7(A2(0)). By Theorem 3.2} every

irreducible representation of A2(0) is of the above form and hence the result follows. O

Remark 3.4 Theorem [3.1] and Theorem together gives us the family of all inequivalent
irreducible representations of the C*-algebra As(0). They are naturally parametrized as their
counterparts for nonzero ¢, and in fact they arise exactly as limits of the irreducible represen-
tations of the C*-algebras As(q) as ¢ — 0+.

3.2 Compact semigroup structure

In this subsection, we derive a few properties of the C*-algebra A3(0) using the results in the

previous subsection.
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For the C*-algebra A;(0), each infinite dimensional irreducible representation 7 acts on the
Hilbert space ¢?(N) and one has 7(A1(0)) = .7, where .7 denotes the Toeplitz algebra. In
the case of A3(0), each infinite dimensional irreducible 7 acts on a Hilbert space of the form
2(N)®% and it is straightforward to verify that 7(A45(0)) € 7 (£2(N)®) := 7k Tt would be
natural to ask whether 7(A42(0)) = 7 (¢2(N)®*). The next proposition says that it is not the

case.
Proposition 3.5 Let w = s15p1 9. Then ¢,(A2(0)) & T3

Proof: We have already observed that 1,(A2(0)) € .7®3. We will produce an element in .73
that does not belong to the image v,,(A42(0)). For A € S1, let o) denote the C*-homomorphism
from .7 to C obtained by composing the evaluation map evy : C(S') — C with the canonical
projection map from .7 to C(S') = 7/K. Let ¢y : 7% — C be the C*-homomorphism given
by ¢» = o) ® 01 ® 05. Then

O (Y, w(2i5)) = Do oa (Ve (Zig)) 01 (), (200)) 05 (Ya1)0 (21)) = i
il

Take S® S® S* e T®. Assume S® S® S* € ¢(1,1),w(A2(0))- Take € < % Then there exists

a polynomial p = p(zm, zg’jj :1,7) in the z;

9

;'s and z7,’s such that

IS®S®S™ —a1)w)| <e

Now ¢, (S ® S ® S*) = A2 and oA(Y(1,1),w(P)) = 2y, Where ¢, are the coefficients of the

monomials in z; ; and 27 ;’s. Therefore for any A and N in S, we have
b I

- Yel<e |- Yel<e
This implies [A? — (X)?| < 2¢ for all A\, X € S, which is false. O

Let w be as above. Since 1y ) ,(A42(0)) € F®3, one can view the irreducible representation
Y@ 8 a C*-homomorphism into the C*-algebra F®3. Let u € C(S') denote the function
A+ Xand 1 € C(S') denote the function A — 1. Let us define a map ¢ from A5(0) to the
C*-algebra C(S') ® C(S') ® 73 as follows:

U LY 1ywlz,;) ifi=1,
Zivj - 'LL* ® u ® ¢(171)7W(zi’j) lf 7, = 2’
]]. ® u* ® w(171)7w(2i7j) lf Z = 3

Proposition 3.6 The map ¢ defined above extends to an injective =-homomorphism from

A2(0) to C(SH @ C(SY) ® 7©3.
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Proof: Since the elements ¢(z; ;) obey the relations (2.31H2.39), the map ¢ extends to a C*-
homomorphism from A5(0) into C'(SY)®@C(S1)®.7®3. For injectivity, note that Y ), Where
A e St and 7 is a reduced word in .#3, constitute all irreducible representations of As(0).
Therefore it is enough to show that each v, , , factorises through ¢. Let o : 7 — C be as
in the proof of Proposition Define

01®o1®oy if T =1d,
id®0'1®0'1 ifTZSl,
r1®id®o;  if 7= s9,

0r =<
d®id®op  if 7 = s189,
0'1®id®id ifT:SQSl,
L id@id@id if 7= §158281.
Then 9y u),» = (evA @ ev, ®0;) 0 . n

Through the embeddings C(S!) < L(¢?(Z)) and 7% — L({2(N)®3), the above map ¢
gives a faithful representation of A5(0) acting on the Hilbert space £2(Z)®¢*(Z)®*(N)®/0?(N)®
¢%(N). This is the analogue of the representation 7 of A1(0) used in [1] by Chakraborty & Pal.

We prove next that A;(0) admits a coproduct that makes it a compact quantum semigroup.

However, it is not a compact quantum group with this coproduct.

Proposition 3.7 The map A : A2(0) — A3(0) ® A2(0) given on the generators by
i
Az ;) = Z Zi 1k @ 2
k=inj
together with € = 11 1) q from A2(0) to C makes (A2(0), A, €) a C*-bialgebra.

Proof: Note that since A3(0) is of type I, the tensor product C*-algebra As(0)® A2 (0) is unique.
In order that A defined on the generating elements as above extend to a C*-homomorphism
from A5(0) to A2(0) ® A2(0), it is enough to verify that the elements A(z; ;) obey the same
relations (2.3TH2.39) as the 2, ;’s. Recall from Section 2 that for any irreducible representation
m of A,(q), the operators Y; ; = limg—o+ (—q) 107 (¢; ;(q)) satisfy these same relations.

Let g € (0,1). Since A, is a C*-homomorphism from As(q) to A2(q) ® A2(q), the elements
Aq(ti,j) = Zi:l t; r @ty ; obey the same commutation relations as the ¢; ;’s. Hence for A, pu €

(81)? and w, o reduced words in .#3, the elements

<T/J§3L ® Tﬁ%) (AQ(ti,j))
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also satisfy the same relations. Now observe that

V]
qli%lJr <7/)E\qZJ ®¢,(3(),—> <AQ((_Q)(2_])AOti7j)) = (Vrw ®@Yuq) kZ ik ® 2k
=inj

Since A(0) is of type I, the representations ¢y ., ®v,, » give all irreducible representations of the
C*-algebra A(0)® A2(0). Therefore it follows that the A(z; ;)’s obey the relations ([2.3TH2.39).
The identities (A ®id)A = (Id® A)A and (e ®id)A = (id ®€)A = id follow by evaluating

both sides on the generating elements. O

Remark 3.8 The proof of existence of the homomorphism A above requires proving that the

Z\QZ nj %k ® 7, ; in the tensor product A2(0) ® A2(0) satisfy the defining relations of

elements )|
the generators of A3(0). While this should be a direct algebraic verification, due to the nature
of the commutation relations, a direct verification without using any software has eluded us.
Therefore we have used the knowledge of the irreducible representations to give an indirect
proof of that fact here. However, we believe that a brute force verification should in principle

be possible for all n.

We will next prove that (A3(0),A) is not a compact quantum group. Recall ([I9]) that a
separable unital C*-algebra A together with a unital C*-homomorphism A : A - A® A is

called a compact quantum group if the following two conditions are satisfied:
1. (A®iId)A = (ld® A)A.
2. The sets {(1®a)A(b) : a,be A} and {(a ® 1)A(b) : a,b € A} are total in A® A.

We will show that the second condition above is violated for As(0).
Let us denote the generators of A;1(0) by y; ;- Then one can directly verify that the elements

ZZVZJMJ Y;r @Yy ; in the tensor product A;(0) ® A1(0) satisfy the same relations as the y;, ;’s

and hence A®M : A4;(0) — A;(0) ® A;(0) given by Yij sz:ji”' Y. @Yy ; makes (A41(0), AM)

a compact quantum semigroup. Now let

v, ifl<ij<2,

52’,]’ ifi:3orj:3.
Then one can verify that the w; ;’s obey the relations (2.3IH2.39). Therefore the map ¢ :
A2(0) — A1(0) given by

¢(Zi,j) = Wy 4
extends to a surjective C*-homomorphism and it satisfies (¢®@¢)A = AM¢. Thus (A;(0), AD)
is a quantum subsemigroup of (A42(0), A).
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Next, note that A;(0) is not a compact quantum group with the above coproduct. The proof
is simple and possibly known, but since it is hard to find a reference, let us give a quick proof
here. Let us first recall from Section 3 that the C*-algebra A;(0) is given by the generators

Yi satisfying the relations

Yiayia t Y5191 = 1, Y11Y11 = 1,
Y1,1Y12 = 0, Y1,1Y21 = 0, (3.43)
Y2.1Y1,2 = Y1,292,15
Z/TJ =Y2.92, Z/;,l =Y1,2-

By the results of Woronowicz ([19]), it follows that if (A;(0), A1) is a compact quantum group,
then A;(0) has a dense subalgebra B containing the y, ;’s such that AW(B) € B®u, B and
there is an antipode map S : B — B such that

m(id ® S)AD (D) = e(b) - 1 = m(S @id)AM (b),  for all be B,

where m : B ®qy B — B is the multiplication map a ® b + ab and € : B — C is the counit

given by Yij 9;,5.- Therefore taking b = y; , we get

311,15(111,1) =1= 5(91,1)311,1-

From the equality 1 = S(y;1)y;; and y;4(y;1)* = 1, we get S(y;,) = (y;1)*. But then
S )v11 = W11)*Y11 =1~ (Y21)*y21 # 1. Thus we get a contradiction. Thus (A4; (0), AM)
is not a compact quantum group.

Finally, assume that the density condition in the definition of a compact quantum group
holds for (A2(0),A). Then applying the homomorphism ¢ ® ¢ and using the fact that it is
surjective, it follows that {(1® a)AM(b) : a,be A1(0)} and {(a ® AWM (b) : a,be A;(0)} are
total in A;(0) ® A1(0). But this implies that (A;(0), A1) is a compact quantum group which
is false. Thus (A2(0),A) is not a compact quantum group.

4 Proof of Theorem

We will give a proof of Theorem B.2]in this section. We firt prove a few lemmas on the generating
elements and certain products of them that will be needed in the proof.
4.1 Partial isometries

We will prove in this subsection that the generating elements and certain products of them
are partial isometries. This will be needed in the computations that follow in obtaining all the

irreducible representations.
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— % — * ’ ) :
Define p; ; = z7;z; ; and q; ; = 2; ;27;. In terms of the p; ;’s and g; ;’s, the relations (2.40)
can be written as

P11+ Pog +p31 =1, 431+t a32+a33=1,
Do + P32 =1, G211t q2 =1, (4.44)
P33 = 1, q11 = 1,

We will first show that the generators z; ;

; are all partial isometries. For this, we will use the

following result.

Lemma 4.1 (Erdelyi [2], Halmos-Wallen [3]) Let u and v be partial isometries. Then uv

18 a partial isometry if and only if u*u and vv* commute.
Lemma 4.2 The family {pm,qm 11 < j <i<3} is a commuting family of projections.
Proof: First observe that

% *
P11 = 21,171,1 T ?2,2733%1,1 T #2,271,173,3 = #2,2%22 = {22-

Since ¢; ; = 1, it follows that p; ; = gy, is a projection. From (@Z4), it now follows that p, ,
and o, are projections. Consequently P30 = 1—- P22 is a projection. Since 921 is a projection,
Py also is, and hence so is p31 =1 —p,; —py ;. Thus p, ; is a projection for all ¢ > j. Hence
4 also is a projection for all 7 > j.

Note that

_ ok _ _ _ _ *
P31 = %3173,1 = ?1,272,3%3,1 = *1,273,1%2,3 = #3,1%1,272,3 = #31%3,1 = 43,1-

From the fact that p; ; = g, 5 and from the equalities ([£.44)), we get

P31 =931, P32 =432 T 431, P33 =43q33t 432 T 431, (4.45)
P11 =4G22, P21 =021 — 431, D22 = G33- (4.46)

Therefore it is now enough to show that the family {g; jil<j<i< 3} is commuting.

Since the g, ;’s are projections for ¢ = j, z; ; is a partial isometry for ¢ > j. Since ¢;; = 1
and g, 5 commute, it follows from the lemma above that 23,2, ; is a partial isometry. Since
Z39%11 = #1175 9, one more application of the lemma tells us that p; ; and p, 5 commute, i.e.
9o commutes with g5 5. From the relation zy 523, = 23255, it follows that ¢y, commutes
with p3 ; = g5;. Hence gy 5 commutes with g3 5 =1—¢5; — g3 5. It now follows that the family
{g;;:1<j <i<3}is commuting. O

Corollary 4.3 Any product of the form ab, where a,b € {2, ; 1 i > j} v {2}, :i = j}, is a

partial isometry.

Proof: The proof follows from Lemma [£.1] and Lemma O
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4.2 Irreducible representations of A5(0)

We now come to the proof of Theorem Let us start with an irreducible representation
7 of A3(0) on a Hilbert space H. We will denote by P;; and @Q;; the operators 7T(pi7j) and
W(qL j) respectively. It is easy to see that exactly one of the following conditions will hold for

the irreducible representation :
1. m(z3,1) =0, m(232) =0, m(22,1) = 0,
2. m(z31) =0, w(2z32) =0, m(22,1) # 0,
3. m(z3,1) =0, m(z32) #0, m(221) =0,
4. 7m(z31) =0, m(232) # 0, m(22,1) # 0,
5. m(z3,1) # 0, m(22,1)7(232) = 0,
6. m(z3,1) # 0, m(22,1)7(23,2) # 0.

We will deal with the above cases separately. As we will see, these cases correspond to the six
elements of the Weyl group .3 in the type Ay case, expressed as reduced words in terms of the
transpositions s; = (1,2) and sy = (2, 3).

4.2.1 Case 1: 7(z31) =0, 7(232) =0, m(221) = 0.

From the commutation relations (231H2.39)), it follows that 7(z; ;) = 0 for all ¢ # j. Therefore
m(2;,:) are unitary with m(z11)m(222) = 7(23 3) and 7(21,1) commutes with 7(z2,2). Irreducibil-
ity of 7 now implies that 7 is one dimensional and there exist A, u € S such that m(z1,1) = A,

m(222) = p and 7(233) = Aw. Thus 7 is unitarily equivalent to Vaw,id = X(aaw)-

4.2.2 Case 2: 7(z31) =0, m(232) =0, m(221) # 0.
From the relations (2Z.3TH2.39)), it follows that

L. m(z13) = m(22,3) = 0,

2. m(z33) is a unitary,

3. m(22,1) is normal,

4. m(z,1) commutes with 7(z33) and m(212).
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Proposition 4.4 Let P be a projection such that
P < Pg’l, P7T(z2’1) = 7T(Z2,1)P, P7T(Z3,3) = 7T(Z3,3)P.
Then Hp = {m(z22)"¢ : ne N, & e PH} is an invariant subspace for m.

If Q is another projection orthogonal to P satisfying the above conditions, then Hp and Hq

are orthogonal.

Proof: From the commutation relations, it follows that
n m(21,1)€ if n =0,
m(21,1) (m(22,2)"€) = (4.47)
m(233)*m(202)" ¢ if n >0,

m(z12)§ ifn=0,

m(z1,2) (m(22,2)"€) = . (4.48)
0 if n >0,

(22,1) (m(22,2)"¢) = ez ?f neb (4.49)
0 if n >0,

m(22,2) (m(22,2)"€) = m(22.2)" ¢, (4.50)

m(z3,3) (m(22,2)"€) = T(22,2)" m(233)E. (4.51)

Since P < Py 1, we have { = P 1§ = Q21§ for all { € Hp. Hence

m(z11)€ = m(21,0)7(22,1) (7(251)€) = 0.

Thus H p is invariant under m(2;,1). Since zi2 = 291233, m(2z1,2) commutes with P and we have
m(212)€ = m(212)P§ = Pr(z12)§. Thus Hp is invariant under m(2;2). Similarly, since 7 (22 1)
and 7(z33) both commute with P, we have the invariance of Hp under the actions of 7(22,1)
and m(z3.3).

From the relations (Z3IHZ39)), it follows that Hp is invariant under 7.

For the second part, take £ € PH and { € QH. Then for n € N, one has

(m(22,2)" ¢, m(22,2)"E) = (m(232)" 7 (22,2)"C, )
=&
= (Q¢, P¢)
= 0.

Next, for m,n € N with m > n, we have

(m(22,2)" ¢, m(22,2)"E) = (C, m(259) " (22,2)"E)
={(,m(252)" ")
= (¢, m(z33)" "m(21,1)""E)

= 0.
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A similar calculation gives (m(222)"(,m(222)"¢) = 0 for m < n. Thus Hp and Hg are
orthogonal. 0

Corollary 4.5 There ezists a A € S' such that o(m(221)) = {0, \}.

Proof: Let E and F' be two disjoint closed subsets of the spectrum o(m(22,1)) such that 0 ¢ E,
0 ¢ F and let P and @ be the spectral projections of 7(22 1) corresponding to the subsets E
and F' respectively. Then it follows from the previous proposition that Hp and Hg are two
invariant subspaces for 7 that are mutually orthogonal. By irreducibility of m, it follows that
o(m(z2,1)) = {0, A} for some X # 0 in C. Since 7(z2,1) is a normal partial isometry, it follows
that A e St O

Corollary 4.6 There exists a p € S' such that o(m(z33)) = {u}.

Proof: From the commutation relations, it follows that m(z33) is a unitary and commutes with
P, ;. Let P and @ be two spectral projections corresponding to two disjoint closed subsets of
the spectrum of the restriction of m(z33) to P 1. Then the above proposition tells us that Hp
and Hg are two invariant subspaces for m that are mutually orthogonal. Using irreducibility

of 7, we deduce that o(m(z33)|p,, %) = {1} where i € S*. Hence for £ € Po1H, we have

(25 3)(m(259)8) = (m(259)7(25 3)€ = fim(254)8.

Since Hp,, = H, we have the result. O

Proposition 4.7 The projection P51 is of rank one and 7 is unitarily equivalent to the repre-

sentation Y py.s, -

Proof: Take a unit vector £ € P,1H. From the previous two corollaries, it follows that
m(23,3)€ = pg and w(22,1)€ = AS. Therefore m(212)§ = (25323 1)§ = Mi€. Let

He = span {m(z22)"¢ : n € N}
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From equations (£.47H4.5T]), it now follows that

0 if n =0,
m(z1,1) (m(22,2)"€) = . (4.52)
fim(z22)" 1 ifn >0,
Nié ifn =0,
m(z1,2) (m(22,2)"€) = & 1 ! (4.53)
0 if n >0,
AE ifn =0,
m(z2,1) (m(22,2)"€) = ¢ 1 ! (4.54)
0 ifn>0,
m(2,2) (m(22,2)"E) = m(22,2)" "¢, (4.55)
m(z3,3) (m(22,2)"€) = pm(22,2)"E. (4.56)

Thus H¢ is an invariant subspace of H and hence by irreducibility of 7, one has H¢ = H.
The map
U:ep— N "m(222)"¢

from ¢2(N) to H now extends to a unitary and gives us the required unitary equivalence. []

4.2.3 Case 3: m(z31) =0, m(232) # 0, w(22,1) = 0.

Analogous to the results in the previous case, here we have the following results. The proofs

are similar.
Proposition 4.8 Let P be a projection such that
P < P372, P?T(2372) = 7T(2372)P, P?T(ZLl) = 7T(2171)P.

Then Hp = {m(z33)"¢ : ne N, & e PH} is an invariant subspace for m.
If Q is another projection orthogonal to P satisfying the conditions above, then Hp and Hq

are orthogonal.
Corollary 4.9 There exists a A € S1 such that o(m(232)) = {0, A}.
Corollary 4.10 There exists a p€ S* such that o(m(z11)) = {u}.

Proposition 4.11 The projection P32 is of rank one and m is unitarily equivalent to the rep-

resentation ¥, 5y s, -
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4.2.4 Case 4: m(z31) =0, m(232) # 0, w(22,1) # 0.

Let us first prove the following lemma.
Lemma 4.12 If w(z31) = 0 and 7(22,1)7(232) = 0, then either m(z2,1) = 0 or w(z32) = 0.

Proof: Let us assume that m(z31) = 0, m(22,1)m(232) = 0 and 7(22,1) # 0. We will show that

m(2z32) = 0. Since 7(z31) = 0, it follows from ([23IH2.34)) that 7(211)7(232) = 7(z3.2)7(21,1)-
Since 2z 3 commutes with 232, we get

T(250)m(232) = m(23221,122,3) = T(21,122,3232) = (23223 2),

i.e. m(235) is normal. Since 7(221)* commutes with 7(232), it follows that 7(221) commutes
with 7T(2372).

Let H( be the closed linear span of {77(252)77(2271)5 : ke N,¢ € H}. Using the commutation
relations (Z.3TH2.39) and the fact that 7(z3,) = 0, we then have

0 if k=0,

77(21,1) (77(2’2“,2)77(2271%)

77(Z3,3)7T(Z§,§1)7T(Z2,1)£ if k>0,
0 if k=0,
n(A3m(zn) ((255)€) if k> 0.

77(22,1) (m(21,2)§) if k=0,
0 if k> 0.

m(212) (7(H2)7(220)€)

0 if k> 0.

7T(2271) (7‘(’(2’271)5) if k= 0,

m(22,1) (W(zg,z)ﬁ(z2,1)5> - 0 if k>0

m(z w(z if k=0,
m(21,3) (W(zé“g)w(zz’l)g) — { (22,1) (m(21,3)€) 0

7(29,0) (T 2)m(221)€ ) = m(4E (220,

7(20,9) (m(H2)m(221)€) = m(25.2) 7 (21.0) 7 (22) 7 (22,1)€
= 77(2;,2)77('2;‘,1)W(ZTJ)kﬂ(2§,3)kﬂ(z2,l)§
= (m(232)")*m(z32)m (21 1) (200w (25 5)¢
= (m(232)")*m (2} )" 7 (23.2)7 (2,1 )7 (25 3) "¢
= (W(Z3,2)*)27T(Zik,1)k+177(z2 1)7T(Z3,2)7T(Z§3)k5



7(25,2) (T 2)m(20,1)€) = m(82)m (2 0) 7 (258) (20, )€

= W(Zf,l) 7T(2’3,2)7T(2’2 1)7T(Z§,3)k§
= 77(2;‘,1) 7T(2'2,1)7T(Z3 2)7T(Z§,3)k§
= 0.
k ) m(za) (w(235)€) if k=0,
"Cas) <7T(22’2)7T(22’1)§> B (m(z90)7(233) — m(293)7(235)) ”(Zg,gl)ﬂ(zz,l)ﬁ if k>0
_ { m(29,1) (m(233)€) if k=0,
(W(Zik,l) - W(22,3)7T(Z3,2)) 7(215,51)”(2271)5 if k>0
(2 71) (71'(2373)5) if k=0,

2
r(A5 0t ) m(z0)E ik >0

)

2
= 77(25,2)77(22,1) (m(233)€) -

Therefore Hg is invariant subspace. Since 7 is irreducible, we have H = Hy. Therefore
s (2372) =0. |:]

Proposition 4.13 Let P be a projection such that
P < P173, P7T(22’1) = 7T(2271)P, P?T(2372) = 7T(2372)P.

Then the subspace Hp 1= {m(2] )" (233)"¢ : m,n € N,§ € PH}. is invariant for .
If Q) is another projection orthogonal to P satisfying the same conditions above, then Hp

and Hq are orthogonal.
Proof: Let £ € PH. Then we have
m(21,1)§ = 0 = m(21,2)§ = m(22,2)§ = 7(232)§ = m(233)§ = w(233)¢E. (4.57)

Therefore the actions of the 7(z; ;)’s on m(2{ ;)" 7(253)¢ are given by

m(2z3,3)"m(211)¢ if m=0,

m(z11) (m(21 1) 7 (23,3)"E) = (2 )™ (2g5)E ifm >0
1,1 3,3

0 ifm=0,
- (4.58)
7T(Zik,1)n"b_lﬂ(z?,,g)"5 if m > 0.
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m(212) (m(21 )™

m(21,3) (77(21 )™

m(22,1) (77(21 )™

m(22,2) (77(21 )™

m(22,3) (w(2f )"

m(2z32) (m(27 )™

(23,3)n§) = W(Z§,3)7T(Z§,1)7T(Zik,1)mﬂ(23,3)n§
0 ifm=0,n=0,

= m(233)m(233)" m(25,)¢ if m=0,n>0,

0 ifm>0
0 if m=0,n=0,

= m(z33)" ! (n(25,)€) if m=0,n>0, (4.59)
0 if m > 0.

(23 3)”5) =m 232 2'2 1) 2'1 1) (23, 3)"¢

{ (z1,0)7(22,3)m(23,3)"w(231)§ i m =0,

ifm>0

m(z32)*m(251)§ if m=0,n=0,

- if m =0,n>0, (4.60)
if m > 0.
m(233)") I if m =0,
2’33 =
) (z22)7(233)m(2f )" I (233)"E  if m >0
n if _ 07
i 221 n (4.61)
if m > 0.
m(23,3)"€) = m(21 1) "7 (22,2)7(23,3)"E
0 f — 0’
- . (4.62)
77(2;‘71)m+17r(2373)n—1€ if n>0.

(233)"€) = (27 1) "7 (29,3)m(23,3)"E

) { w2t )" (n(25,)¢) ifn =0, (4.63)
(23,3)"€) = m(2f 1) m(23,2)7(23,3)"¢
{ﬂﬁﬂmW@mk)ﬁnQ (4.64)
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m(z3,3) (m(251) " w(23,3)"E) = m(2f )" (23,3)" TE. (4.65)

As P commutes with m(z9,1) and 7(232), for any £ € PH we have m(z2,1)§, (25 )¢, m(232)§
and (23 ,)§ lies in PH. From above actions we get that Hp is invariant subspace for 7. As
is irreducible, H = Hp

For the second part, Let us compute the inner product (r(z{ ;)" (233)"¢, w(zf71)mlw(z3,3)"/£’>
where { € PH and ¢’ € QH. In the case m # m' or n # n/, Using the relations 2y 12{; =
1 = 233233, 211233 = 233211 and 2y 123 3 = 2532, 1, one arrives at a vector of the form 7(a)¢
where a is 2§ or 24 and ( is either § or ¢', and by ([L.57), m(a)¢ = 0. If m = m' and n =/,

the above inner product reduces to (£,£’), is zero. OJ

Proof of the next two corollaries are similar to the earlier cases and hence omitted.

Corollary 4.14 The operator m(zy ) is normal, with P13z < Py1 and there exists a \ € St
such that the restriction of m(z9,1) to P sH is Al.

Corollary 4.15 The operator 77(2372) is mormal, with P13 < P32 and there exists a p € St
such that the restriction of m(z32) to PisH is pl.

Proposition 4.16 The representation w is unitarily equivalent to ¢(;\ﬁ7ﬁ)73152.

Proof: Take a unit vector £ € P;3H. From the previous two corollaries, it follows that
W(Zg,z)f = p€ and (29125 9)€ = Aug. Let

He = {m(211)"7(233)"E : m,n € N}.
From equations (£.58H4.65)), it now follows that

0 if m=0,

m(z1,1) (7T<Zik,1)m77(23,3)n€) - (2t )m_lﬂ-(z Y ifm >0
1,1 3,3 :

0 ifm=0,n=0,
m(z1,2) (w21 1) (23,3)"€) = < m(z33)" ' (€) if m = 0,n > 0,
0 if m > 0.

\
(-

pAE iftm=0,n=0,
m(213) (m(211)"7(233)"€) =4 0 ifm=0,n>0,

\O if m > 0.

m(233)" (A) if m =0,

m(22,1) (ﬂ(zil)mﬂ(zy,,?,)nf) = 0 om0
if m > 0.
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0 if n=20,

m(2F )" i (zs3)" ¢ if n> 0.

)

a(zF Ym+L (g ifn =0,
7'('(2'273) (W<Zil)mﬂ'(23,3)"§) _ { ( 1,1) (1z€) |
0 if n > 0.
{ R(=E )™ (A€) 0 =0,

m(23,2) (W(Zil)mﬂ(z?x?»)ng) = 0 >0
i n .

m(z33) (w2} )" w(23,3)"E) = (2 1) w(233)"

Thus H¢ is an invariant subspace of H and hence by irreducibility of 7, one has H¢ = H.
The map
Utepp—p "N (211) " m(23,3)"E

from ¢2(N?) to H gives us the required unitary. ]

4.2.5 Case 5: 7m(z31) # 0, m(22,1)7(232) = 0.
Note that in both Case 5 and Case 6, one has 7(23;) = m(21,2)7(22,3) # 0. This implies that

1
m(z2,3) # 0, which in turn implies that 7(232) # 0 because 7 (25 5) = m(21,1)7(232).

Proposition 4.17 Let P be a projection such that P < P31 and Pr(z12) = 7(212)P, Pr(223) =
m(223)P. Let Hp 1= {m(2]1)"m(233)"& : n,m = 0,6 € PH}. Then Hp is an invariant subspace
for .

If Q is another projection orthogonal to P such that Qm(z12) = m(212)Q and Qm(z23) =
m(22,3)Q, then Hp and Hq are orthogonal.

Corollary 4.18 The operator 77(21,2) is mormal, with P31 < P2 and there exists a A € St
such that the restriction of m(zy 5) to P31 M is AI.

Corollary 4.19 The operator m(zy3) is normal, with P31 < Py 3 and there exists a ju € St
such that the restriction of m(z93) to P31 M is pl.

Proposition 4.20 The representation 7 is unitarily equivalent to Y\ zp),sos, -

4.2.6 Case 6: 7(z31) # 0, m(22,1)7(232) # 0.

Lemma 4.21 If m(z31) # 0 and m(221)7(232) # 0, then m(231291235) # 0.
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Proof: Let us assume that m(z31) # 0 and 7(231291235) = 0. We will show that this implies

7T(2271)7T(Z372) =0.

Let H3,1 be the closed linear span of {7 (z} ;)™ (253)¢ : m,n € N,& € P11 }. We will show

that H = Hs 1 and m(22,1)m(232) = 0.

Let £ € P31H. Then one has { = P 1€ = 7(z3 )¢ for some &' € H. Since 23, is normal,

one also has £ = m(23,)¢" for some " € H. Using this observation, the relation 2f 3 = 251235

and the condition 7(z3 125 1235) = 0, we now get

(2136 =0  7(23)¢ =0, (4.66)
m(21,1)§ =0 m(221)€ = 0, (4.67)
m(250)6 =0  m(z53){ =0 (4.68)
Since z; 5 and zy 3 commute with 25, and z3, is normal, it also follows that
m(z10)§ € Han  m(21 )¢ € Han, 4.69)
m(z93)§ € Ha1  m(233)€ € Han. 4.70)
m(z33)7m(211)8 = 7(211)7(233)8, £ € PoaH. (4.71)
(1) (r(e ) 7 (50)8) = | =0
m(z1,1) (m(21 1) (23 =
b > m(2f )" I (2 5)E  if m > 0.
7T(2'1,2) (W(Zl,l) 77(23,3)5) = )
m(z33)" (m(212)€) ifm=0.
m(213) (7(27 1) 7 (253)E) = 0
(29 1) (290)7 (23 3) (w2 )™ m(255)€)  if m >0,
m(z01) (w(21 1) (25 5)€) = 3 7T(z172)7r(z3,3)"_1£ ifm=0,n>0,
| m(291)& ifm=0n=0
0 if m >0,
=1 7m(z33)" ! (7T(zf2)£) if m=0,n>0,
0 ifm=0,n=0.




W(zfl)mﬂﬂ(z;gl)ﬁ if n >0,

)

0 ifn=0.

m(zf )™ (m(223)8) if n =0,

m(22,3) (W(Zik,l)mﬂ(zg,s)f) = 0 ifn>0
1IIn .

(23 ) (290)(255) (m(2f 1) m(255)€)  if m >0,
m(z31) (7(21 1) (25 3)€) = m(2z3,) (125 3)€) ifm=0,n>0,
m(231)§ ifm=0,n=0
0 if m > 0,
=40 ifm=0,n>0,
m(231)§ ifm=0,n=0.

0 if n >0,

m(z53)m(2f )" ifn=0

)

m(23,0) (m(211)" (25 3)8) =

) ) )

0 if n >0,
r(f )" ((5)6) i n =0,

)

m(z33) (w(2f 1) (253)€) = W(Zik,l)mﬂ('z&?»)nﬂf-
Thus H31 is an invariant subspace for 7. Irreducibility of 7 gives us H = H3 1. Since 77(21,3) =0
on M3 from the above computation, it follows that m(221)m(232) = 7(2,3) = 0. O

Observe that the relations (2.3TH2.39) imply that 2, 5 and 25 ; are both normal, i.e. P 3 =
Q13 and P31 = Q31. Using the relations ([2.3TH2.39) again, we now conclude that z3 ;25 123 5
is a normal partial isometry, with initial and final projection given by P; 3P3 1 as the following

computations show

(2'3,122,123,2) (2’3,122,12'3,2)* = (23,1Zik,3) (23,12T,3)*
= 23,1Zik,321,32§,1
= Zi321,323,1z§,1

% *
= %1,3%1,373,1%3,1>

and similarly,

(23,1Z2,1Z3,2)* (Z3,1Z2,1Z3,2) = (z3,12i3)* (Z3,1ZT,3)

_ * *
= %1,3%3,173,171,3

29



_ * %k
= 21,3%1,373,173,1

% *
= 21,3%1,3%3,173,1"

Proposition 4.22 Let P be a projection such that

P < P173P371, P7T(2371) = 7T(2371)P, P7T(Zl73) = 7T(Zl73)P.

Then Hp := {W(zg}3)7r(z§’3)7r(z§’2)£ ck,myn =0, € PH} s an invariant subspace for .

If Q is another projection orthogonal to P satisfying the same conditions above, then Hp

and Hg are orthogonal.

Proof: Since P < Py 3P3 1, one has £ = Py 3P 1 for { € PH. Therefore

Consequently, we also have
T(299)€ = m(233)m (27 1)€ = w(27 1)7w(253)€ = 0.
From (L 72HLT3)) and (Z3IHZ234), it follows that for all n e N.
m(22,1)m(253)6 =0,  m(z12)m(259)§ = 0.

Since P commutes with 7 (2 3) and 7(z3 ;), we have

§€ PH—= W(Z1,3)5a77(zi3)57W(Zs,l)f,ﬂ(zék,l)ﬁ € PH.

Let £ € PH.
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m(25) <7T(21’1)§> if k=0,n=0,
7T(Z§7’13)7T(Z§L’51) (7r(z§‘73)£) ifk=0,n>0,
m(f)m(ehsh) (75 )m(E)E) ik >0

0 if k= 0,
B { r(ef (k) (n(a)m(5)E) itk > 0. e
m(21,2) <7T(Z3 3)(23,3)7 (23 2)5)
m(21,2)7(255)7(25 )€ if m =0,
) { (rgIm(z10) + 7 (55 (o1 ) (z0) ) T ) (B0)E i m >0
EEBLENS if m=0,k=0
BEEICEALENT if m =0,k >0,
| 7 (7)) ) + s (S (7 p)E) im0,k =0,
GEOUErSICENLENS ifm >0,k >0
(0 if m =0,k = 0,
| D (r o) it m =0,k >0, .
m (g (s (7 (106 if m >0,k =0, '
| m()m(ehsh) (T ) (52)) ifm >0,k > 0.
7T<Zl,3) <7T(Z3 3)W(Z§,3)W(Z§2)§>
) {ﬂ(2§2)<7f(21,3)€> if m =0,k =0 (4.79)
0

ifm>0o0rk>0.

7(29,0) (T () ()7 (25)€)

(z91)m (z§3) (259)€ it m =0,

A

m(zg,) + (255 Y (Z2,3)7T(Z3,1))77(»’«”’5,3)”(»’«”?,2)5 if m>0

31



32

0 ifm=0,k=0,n=0,
7T(Z32 < 5) ifm=0k=0,n>0,
0 ifm=0k>0, Ls0)
- 233 215’51 (77231 > ifm>0,n=0 .
m(250)m (733,21) (W(Zl,s)f) ifm>0,n>0k=0,
L 0 ifm>0,n>0,k>0.
7T(2'2,2) W(ngs)ﬂ(zz,s)ﬂ(z?,,z)f)
_ W(Z2,2)7T(Z]2€,3)7T(Z§L,2)5 itm=20
W(Zg??,_l)ﬁ(zlig)ﬁ(zg,z)7(21 D¢ ifm>0
77(2272)5 ifm=0,k=0,n=0,
=140 ifm=0,k+n>0,
W(Z?T?fl)ﬁ(zlzﬁ,?,)ﬁ(zgz) (W(Z3,3)7T(Z2,2) + 7T(22,3)7T(Z3,2)>5 ifm=>0
0 ifm=20
- k+1 n+1 : (4’81)
m(235 Dr(2h 3 )m(z35 )¢ ifm>0.
7(228) (m ()7 (5 ) ()€ )
) mleihm(Ea)e ifm =0, ws2)
0 if m > 0.
7(z5,) (m ()7 (4 ) (25 )€ )
(25 ) (7(z ifm=0,n=0,
_ ( 2,3)< ( 3,1)§> (4.83)
0 if m+n>0.
7(25,0) (m(55)m (25 5)m(25)€ )
) (B a)m(550)E ifm =0, (50
0 if m > 0.
7(25,3) (m(H)m (5 ) ()€ )
= w2 (2 s)m (25 0)E. (4.85)



Now observe that

() (20a)E — m(239)§ = m(239)m(23 )7 (25 1) =0 if n =0,
3,2)T(232)§ = .
(I w(5)m(202))7 (85 E = 7(B3)E i n > 0.
m(251)¢ if n =20,
m(231)7(252)€ = ’
M (21 0) (29 3) (25 2)§ = (21 )7 (25 9)7(293)6 =0 if n > 0.
m(291)€ =0 if n =0,
m(22,1)7(252)€ = ’
wT T(2t (7Y )E = n(A3 ()€ i > 0.

Therefore it follows that 7(z; ;) <ﬂ(z§}3)ﬂ(z§3)ﬂ(z§2)§) € Hp for all 4,j. Thus Hp is an invari-
ant subspace for .
For the second part, take £ € PH and £ € QH. Let

Skmn = () (222)7(#0)E,  kymon N,
g/k,m,n = 7T(Z§73)7T(Z§,3)7r(zg,2)£/7 ka m,n € N.

Since 23 323 3 = 1, we have

’ ’

(m(2h )™ (2 ) m (2 ,2)5 W(Zz 3)”(2':?,2)§> if m <m/,
&g € ) = <7T(Z§,3)7T(Z§L,2)§ , m(253)™” ™ (24 3)”(2371/2)5 ) ifm>m/,
(m(25)m (25 0)€ , m(5)m(255)E") if m=m'.

Using the equalities 235 = 21 1299, 292293 = 0 = 299235 and m(295)§ = 0 = 7(295)&’, we get
0 if m#m/,
<£k,m,n7 glk’,m’,n’> = i ) , (486)
<7T(Z2,3) (z3 2)€ 77(732 3) (z3 2)5 ) ifm=m'
Next, note that from the equality 23529 5 + 239235 = 1, it follows that

(232)"(232) = (z§72)m_1(z§21) ifm=>=1,n=>1, and m+n > 2.

Therefore using the equalities (23 5)§ = 0 = 7(23 )¢, we get

-

0 if m#m/,
(m(255)€ W(Zg,lg)”(zﬁkz)n*n/f» if m=m',n>n,
<£k,m,n’£,k’,m’,n’> =9 <7T(2§,2)n,7n77(25,3)5 ) 7(25:3)§,> it m=m',n<n,
(m(253)6, m(h3)m(250)m(230)6) if m =m/,n=n' >0,
| (m(255)€ . (25 )€ if m=m',n=n"=0,
0 if m#m'orn#n,

- , (4.87)
<7T(Z12€73)£ , 7T(Z§73)£/> ifm=m'n=n'
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Finally, note that
* _ _ R
%93%23 = #1,1%3,2%42,3 = *1,172,3732 = %32%32-

This together with the relations 2, 323 9 = 25929 3 and 25 3239 = 23929 3 give us

0 if m#m'orn#n,
&, TN TR = ()T (292)E) iEm=m'n=n'k>Fk,
<7T(Z§k,3)k/7k([ - 77(25,2)77(22,2))k§ ;&) iftm=mlin=n"k <k,

(I = 7(z59)m(290)) € , &) ifm=m/n=n'k=F,

<€k,m,n7 Slk’,m’ ,n’> =

0 ifm;ém/orn#n/ork#k/’
) (4.88)
&& tm=m'n=n"k=F,

Since PQ = 0, we have <£k,m,n7£/k',m',n'> =0. D

The following two corollaries are now immediate.

Corollary 4.23 There exists a A€ S' such that the restriction of m(z13) to Py 3P3 1M is Al
Corollary 4.24 There exists a € S' such that the restriction of m(2z31) to PisPsiH is pl.

Proposition 4.25 The representation 7 is unitarily equivalent to Y\ p) sy sos, -

Proof: In view of the above corollaries, it follows from (LT7HARE) that

if k>0,n>0,

Tr(zl,l)gk,m,n = gkil’m’nil (489)
0 otherwise,
A£07m717n+1 lf kf = O,m > 0

m(212)8kmn = | Bp_1mo k>0, =0, (4.90)
0 otherwise,
A ifm=0,k=0

m(21,3)8kmm = S00n (4.91)
0 otherwise,
Xomn_1  ifk=0,n>0,

T(22,1) &k mn = W1 m-1,0 Hm>0,n=0 (4.92)
0 otherwise,
0 ifm =0,

7(22.9)k mm = ) (4.93)
$rrtm—1nr1 L m>0.
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if m =0,
P (o) = | EFIOR ] (194)
0 if m > 0.
ué ifm=0,n=0,
(23, Ehmn = 3 0 _ (4.95)
0 otherwise.
if m =0,
7(23.9)Ek mn ko1 (4.96)
0 if m > 0.
(Z3 3)£k ,m,n E k,m+1,n" (497)

Thus if we define H¢ to be the clsoed linear span of {¢, . . : k,m,n € N}, then H, is an
invariant subspace for 7. Since 7 is irreducible, we have H = H¢. By the computations in
the proof of the second part of Proposition [£.22] it follows that {Ek’m’n : kym,n € N} is an

orthonormal basis for H. The map
€m,kn > Akﬂk_m_ngk,m,n

from £2(N x N x N) to H now sets up a unitary equivalence between 7 and Y\ ),s15081 OJ
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