BRAIDINGS ON THE CATEGORY OF BIMODULES, AZUMAYA
ALGEBRAS AND EPIMORPHISMS OF RINGS

A. L. AGORE, S. CAENEPEEL, AND G. MILITARU

ABSTRACT. Let A be an algebra over a commutative ring k. We investigate braid-
ings on the category of A-bimodules. Braidings are in bijective correspondence to
R-matrices, these are elements in A ® A ® A satisfying certain axioms. If A is com-
mutative, then there exists a braiding if and only if ¥ — A is an epimorphism in the
category of rings, and then the R-matrix is trivial. We show that all braidings are
symmetries. If the invariants functor G = (—)A : AMa — My is separable, then it is
fully faithfull, and we have a symmetry on the category of bimodules. This (almost)
classifies the symmetries. We provide several examples. Our computations lead to new
examples of solutions of the quantum Yang-Baxter equation.

INTRODUCTION

Motivated by the study of the quantum Yang-Baxter equation, Drinfeld [8] introduced
the concept of quasitriangular Hopf algebra, also named strict quantum group. One of the
fundamental results is the relation between quasitriangular structures on a Hopf algebra
and braided monoidal categories, namely, there exists a bijective correspondence between
the set of braidings on the representation category of H and the set of quasitriangular
structures on H. A concise treatment of this material is presented in [11, Sec. 10.4].

In this paper, we consider the following question: given an algebra A over a commutative
ring k, when is the monoidal category of A-bimodules braided? Proceeding as in [11,
Sec. 10.4], we obtain that braidings on 4M 4 are in bijective correspondence to a kind
of generalized R-matrices, these are elements in the threefold tensor product A® A® A,
satisfying a list of technical equations, see Theorem 2.1. This list of equations can
be reduced to two equations, a centralizing condition and a normality condition, see
Theorem 2.4. Moreover, all braidings on the category of bimodules are symmetries. If an
R-matrix exists, then we call (A°, R) quasitriangular, the terminology will be explained
in Remark 2.2.

The invariants functor G = (—)A i AMa — My, has a left adjoint F' = A® —. We prove
that G is a separable functor [12, 13] if and only if G is fully faithful and this property
implies quasitriangularity of (A€, R). Actually, if A is free as a k-module, then these
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properties are equivalent, see Theorem 2.6, and in this case the braiding on the category
of A-bimodules is unique. Azumaya algebras were introduced in [1] under the name
centrale separable algebras; a more restrictive class was considered earlier by Azumaya
in [2]. Azumaya algebras are the proper generalization of central simple algebras to
commutative rings. The Brauer group consists of the set of Morita equivalence classes
of Azumaya algebras. There exists a large literature on Azumaya algebras and the
Brauer group, see for example the reference list in [4]. A is an Azumaya algebra if
and only if G is an equivalence of categories, and then G is separable. Therefore the
category of bimodules over an Azumaya algebra is braided monoidal; in the case where
A is a matrix algebra or a quaternion algebra, we have an explicit formula for the R-
matrix, see Example 2.8 and Example 2.9. For A commutative, we have a complete
classification: A€ has a quasitriangular structure if and only if the ring morphism & — A
is an epimorphism in the category of rings, see Proposition 2.3. In Theorem 2.12 we
show that a quasitriangular structure on A€ gives rise to a new solution of the quantum
Yang-Baxter equation.

1. PRELIMINARY RESULTS

1.1. Azumaya algebras. Let k be a commutative ring and A a k-algebra. Unadorned
® means ®g. AM 4 is the k-linear category of A-bimodules. It is well-known that we
have a pair of adjoint functors (F,G) between the category of k-modules My, and the
category of A-bimodules 4My4. For a k-module N, F(N) = A® N, with A-bimodule
structure a(b ® n)c = abc @ n, for all a, b, ¢ € A and n € N. For an A-bimodule M,
G(M) = M4 = {m € M|am = ma,Va € A} = 4Homy(A, M). The unit 1 and the
counit € of the adjoint pair (F,G) are given by the formulas

v N— (Ag N)* v (n) =1@mn;
em: A9 MA =M ; ey(a®@m)=am=ma

forallm € N, a € A and m € M. Recall that A is an Azumaya algebra if A is faithfully
projective as a k-module, that is, A is finitely generated, projective and faithful, and the
algebra map

(1) F: A°=A® A°® — Endg(A), F(a®b)(x) = axdb

is an isomorphism. Azumaya algebras can be characterized in several ways; perhaps the
most natural characterization is the following: A is an Azumaya algebra if and only if the
adjoint pair (F,G) is a pair of inverse equivalences, see [10, Theorem III.5.1]. Another
characterization is that A is central and separable as a k-algebra.

1.2. Separable functors. Recall from [12] that a covariant functor F': C — D is called
separable if the natural transformation

F: Homc(e,e) — Homp(F(e), F(e)) ; Feor(f) = F(f)
splits, that is, there is a natural transformation

P : Homp(F(e), F(e)) — Home(e,e)
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such that P o F is the identity natural transformation. Rafael’s Theorem [13] states
that the left adjoint F' in an adjoint pair of functors (F,G) is separable if and only if
the unit of the adjunction n : 1o — GF splits; the right adjoint G is separable if and
only if the counit € : FFG — 1p cosplits, that is, there exists a natural transformation
¢ : 1p — FG such that € o  is the identity natural transformation. A detailed study of
separable functors can be found in [5].

1.3. Braided monoidal categories. A monoidal category C = (C,®, I, a,l,r) consists
of a category C, a functor ® : CxC — C, called the tensor product, an object I € C called
the unit object, and natural isomorphisms a : ®o(®xC) — ®o(C x®) (the associativity
constraint), [ : ® o (I x C) — C (the left unit constraint) and r: ® o (C x I) — C (the
right unit constraint). a, [ and r have to satisfy certain coherence conditions, we refer
to [9, XI.2] for a detailed discussion. C is called strict if a, | and r are the identities
on C. McLane’s coherence Theorem asserts that every monoidal category is monoidal
equivalent to a strict one, see [9, XI.5]. The categories that we will consider are -
technically spoken - not strict, but they can be threated as if they were strict.

Let 7: CxC — C xC be the flip functor. A prebraiding on C is a natural transformation
c: ® — ® o7 satisfying the following equations, for all U,V, W € C:

cuvew = (V@ cuw)o (cuoy @W) 5 cugvw = (cuw @ V) o (U @ cy,w).

c is called a braiding if it is a natural isomorphism. c is called a symmetry if c(;lv =cvu,
for all U,V € C. We refer to [9, XIII.1] for more detail.

2. BRAIDINGS ON THE CATECORY OF BIMODULES

Let A be an algebra over a commutative ring k. A" will be a shorter notation for the n-
fold tensor product A®---®A. An element R € A®) will be denoted by R = R'Q R2Q R?,
where summation is implicitly understood. (4M4, — ®4 —, A) is a monoidal category.
Our aim is to investigate braidings on 4 M 4.

Theorem 2.1. There is a bijective correspondence between braidings ¢ on sM4 and
invertible elements R = R*@ R2® R € A®) (summation implicitly understood) satisfying
the following conditions, for all a € A:

(2) R'®@R®®aR* = R'a® R®®R?
(3) aR'®R*®R* = R'® R*a®R?
(4) R'®@aR’®R* = R'®@R*® R%a
(5) RIoR’®1®R* = rR'@r’@rR*9 R3
(6) Ro19R*9R = R'@R*' @r’@ R

where r = r' @12 @13 = R. We call R the R-matriz corresponding to the braiding ¢, and
we say that (A° = AQ A°P, R) is quasitriangular, see Remark 2.2 for an explication of this
terminology. In the case where the braiding c is a symmetry, we call (A° = A ® AP, R)
triangular. The braiding c corresponding to R is given by the formula

(7) cMN:M®@AN— Ny M, CM,N(m®An):R1nR2®AmR3.
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forall M, M € aAMus, me M andn € N.

Proof. A® is an A-bimodule via the usual actions a(z ® y)b = az ® yb, for all a, b,
x,y € A. Let ¢c: aMag X aMag — aMy X aM4 be a braiding on 4 M 4. For each
M,N € s4My, we have an A-bimodule isomorphism cysny : M ®4 N — N ®4 M, that
is natural in M and N. Now consider

CA(2) A@) - ABG) >~ 42 XA A® 5 AB) >~ 4?) XA A(z),

and let R = c @) 4@ (1 ® 1®1). cis completely determined by R. For M, N € aMy,

m € M andn € N, we consider the A-bimodule maps f,, : A® — Mandg,: A® - N
given by the formulas f,,(a ® b) = amb and g,(a ® b) = anb. From the naturality of c,
it follows that the diagram

AB) = 4@ g, 40 AT @) 2 40 g, 4@
f’m®Agni lgn(@Afm
M ®a N o N®aM

commutes. (7) now follows after we evaluate the diagram at 1 ® 1 ® 1.

Obviously ey, v (ma®an) = ey, v (m® 4an). Furthermore, ¢y y(am®an) = acp n(a®a
n) and ¢y N (m®@ana) = ey, n(a®an)a since cpr,n is a bimodule map. If we write these
three formulas down in the case where M = N = A® and m =n = 1® 1, then we
obtain (2-4). c satisfies the two triangle equalities

cvmeo N = (cap®aN)o (M ®acn,p);
cuNe. P = (N®acup)o(cun ®@aP).
The first equality is equivalent to
RlpR2 Q4 m @4 nR> = rlRlpRQr2 @4 mrd @y nRS,

forallme M,ne Nandpe P. f wetake M = N=P=A@ andm=n=p=1®1,
then we find that R'® R2®1® R® = r'R' @ R*r? @ 73 ® R3. Applying (4), we find that
(5) holds. In a similar way, the second triangle equality implies (6).

We can apply the same arguments to the inverse braiding ¢~!. This gives S = S'® S?®

S3 = 62(12)714(2)(1 ®1®1). Then we have that

m®@an=(cyy ocnun)(mean) =cyy (R'nR* @4 mR*) = S'mR*S” © 4 R'nR>S".

Now take m =n=1®1 € A®. Then we find
10101=25"0R*S?R' @ R2.5*YRIS! @ R3S?  R2S®
Y RS e eRPRERSR 0 50 SRUUS' R 0 SR @ SURP.
In a similar way, we have that R'S? ® R?S' @ R3S% = 1 ® 1 ® 1, and it follows that
52 @ St ® S? is the inverse of R! ® R? @ R3.
Conversely, assume that R € A®) is invertible and satisfies (2-6). Then we define ¢ using
(7). Straightforward computations show that ¢ is a braiding on 4 M4. O
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Remarks 2.2. 1. It is well-known that A€ is an A-bialgebroid, and A-bimodules are
precisely the left A°~-modules. The notion of quasitriangular bialgebroid is developed in
[7]. Then (A°, R) is quasitriangular in the sense of Theorem 2.1 if and only if (4A¢, R) is a
quasitriangular bialgebroid in the sense of [7], justifying our terminology. [7, Prop. 3.13],
see also [3, Theorem 3.16], states that the category of modules over a quasitriangular
bialgebroid is braided; one implication in Theorem 2.1 follows from this. In order to
avoid technicalities from the theory of bialgebroids, we preferred to give a consistent and
elementary proof of Theorem 2.1.

2. (5-6) can be rewritten as R'?* = R123R134 and R'34 = R124R?34 in the algebra A¥).

Proposition 2.3. Let A be a k-algebra. Then:

(1) If a monomial x ® y ® z is an R-matriz, then it is equal to 1 ® 1 @ 1.

(2) 1®1®1 is an R-matriz if and only if us : k — A is an epimorphism of rings.

(3) If A is commutative, then (A€, R) is quasitriangular if and only if R=1®1® 1
and up : k — A is an epimorphism in the category of rings.

Proof. 1. Let R =2 ® y ® z be an R-matrix. From (5-6), it follows that
x®1®y®z:x®yﬂc®y®z2 and$®y®1®22x2®y®zy®z.
Since R is invertible, this implies that
1111l =10yr®l®zand 1®1®1R1=21Q2y® 1,

and, multiplying tensor factors, we find that 1® 1 =yr® 2z and 1 ® 1 = z ® zy. It then

follows that yzz = xzy = 1, hence y is invertible with y~! = xz. Finally

4
ﬂc®y®z:az®y2y_l®z(:)m®yy_l®zy:1®1®1.

2. If R =1®1®1, then the three centralizing conditions (2-4) are equivalent to
a®1=1®a, for all a € A, which is equivalent to u4 : k — A being an epimorphism
of rings, see [14].

3. Assume that (A° R) is quasitriangular.

RoRoleoR2IR @9 rR e R
Y R e e e R =Y R o R et e R,

At the third step, we used the fact that A is commutative. From the fact that R is
invertible, it follows that R'® R?® 19 R*=1®1®1®1 and R =1®1® 1. The rest
of the proof follows from 2. O

Let ¢ be a braiding on g4My, and R the corresponding R-matrix. Then (A° R) is
triangular, that is, ¢ is a symmetry, if and only if S = R, this means that

(8) R @RWMWoRY =111,

that is, R~!' = R?® R' ® R3.

Theorem 2.4. Let A be a k-algebra. Every braiding on aMy4 is a symmetry. There
is a bijective correspondence between the symmetries on aMa, and elements R € A®)
satisfying (4) and the normalizing condition

(9) RIRPoR*=R’9R}R'=1® 1.
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In this situation, R is invariant under cyclic permutation of the tensor factors,

(10) R=R’®R*®R'=R*®R'® R?,
and we have the additional normalizing condition
(11) RI@RPRP=1®1.

Proof. For a braiding ¢ consider the corresponding R-matrix R as in Theorem 2.1. We
have seen in Theorem 2.1 that R is invertible and satisfies (2-6). Multiplying the second
and the third tensor factor in (6), we find that R = R'@ R?r'r2@ R3r3 = R(1@r!r?@r?).
From the fact that R is invertible, it follows that 1 ® 1 ® 1 = 1®@r'r? ® r3, and the first
normalizing condition of (9) follows after we multiply the first two tensor factors. On
the other hand, if we apply the flip map on the last two positions in (5) we obtain that
RIQR’9R*®1 =r'R'®1r?® R*@r3R?. Multiplying the last two position we obtain:
R=r'R' @r?e RPR2ZIRR @r? @ PR = R(R’R' ®1® R?)

As R is invertible it follows that R?R' @ R? =1 ® 1.

Conversely, assume that R satisfies (4) and (9). We will show that R is an R-matrix
satisfying (8). Applying Theorem 2.1 we have a braiding ¢ corresponding to R, and it
follows from the observations preceding Theorem 2.4 that it is a symmetry. First we

show that R is invariant under cyclic permutation of the tensor factors.
R e R'© RR2R%12 @ 3R @ RRYRS 2 0 PR @ r! B2
@ P @riRR' ® TIRQ@’I"Q Qrdrl.
This implies immediately that the central conditions (2-3) are also satisfied. Next we
show that (5-6) are satisfied.
rR @ @R @ RRYR © 12 @ PRY! @ R®
YW rererlerYRIeR 01w R3;
R'e R¥ oo RrPYR @ ¥R 9 12 @ R
Y RertlerteRYR 010 R @ R
Finally, we prove that (8) holds
R @ R o R*PERY2R? @ rl @ RrPYRIR? @ rl @ RO
© 1or® T27‘3(£)1 ®r*® 7‘17’2@1 ®1®1.

O

Before we state our next main result Theorem 2.6, we need a technical Lemma. If
M € gMy4, then A® M is a k ® A-bimodule, and we can consider

(A®M)k®A :{Zai@)mi €EARM | Zai®ami :Zai®mia, for all a € A}.
If M =A@ then (A ® A®)k®4 is the set of elements R € A satisfying (4). We have
amap ay : AQMA - (A M)A, ay(a®@m) =a®@m.

Lemma 2.5. Let M be an A-bimodule. The map oy is injective if A is flat as a
k-module, and bijective if A is free as a k-module.
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Proof. If A is flat, then A®@ M4 — A ® M is injective, and then a; is also injective.
Assume that A is free as a k-module, and let {e; | j € I} be a free basis of A. Assume
that * = 3, a; @ m; € (A® M)*A. For all 4, we can write a; = > jer @jej, for some
al € k. Then z = > jer€ ® >, afmi). Now

x = Zej ® (Za?ami) = Zai ® am; = Zai ® mia = Zej ® (Za{mia),
jel i i i jerI i

hence ), ozgami => agm,-a, for all j € I, and ), ozfmi € M“. We conclude that

T = Zje[ e ® (Zl agmi) € Im ay, and this shows that «a;; is surjective. d

Theorem 2.6. Let A be a k-algebra A, and consider the conditions:

(1) (F,G) is a pair of inverse equivalences, that is, A is an Azumaya algebra;

(2) The functor G = (=) : s Ma — My, is fully faithful;

(3) the functor G = (—)A: AMa — My is separable;

(4) there erists R=R'®@ R?@ R? € A® (A® A)A such that R'RR2@ R* =1®1;
(5) there exists a unique R = R'@R?@R® € AQ(A®A)? such that R'R?@R® = 1®1;
(6) there exists a braiding on 4M 4, that is, there exists R € A®) such that (A, R)
18 quasitriangular.

Then (1) = (2) & (3) & (4) & (5) = (6). If A is central, then (2) = (1). If A is free
as a k-module, then (6) = (5), and in this case the braiding on aAMy is unique. If k is
a field, and A is finite dimensional, then (6) = (1), and all sixz assertions are equivalent.

Proof. (1) = (2), (2) = (3) and (5) = (4) are trivial.

(3) = (4). If G is separable, then we have a natural transformation ( : 1 = F'G such
that eps o Cyr = M, for all M € aMy. Now let R = (4(1®1) = R @ R?® R? €
FG(A®)=A® (A® A)A. Then 1®1 = (42 0 y)(1®1) = R'R?> ® R3.

The natural transformation ¢ is completely determined by R. For an A-bimodule M
and m € M, we define f,, as in the proof of Theorem 2.1. From the naturality of (, it
follows that the diagram

(e

A®?) A® (A A)4
fml iA@(fm)A
M ‘ A MA
commutes. Evaluating the diagram at 1 ® 1, we find that
(12) Cu(m) = R' © R*mR°.

(4) = (6). Write R =", a; ® b;, with a; € A and b; € (A® A)*. Then R? ® R*R' =
Sbiai = > ;a:b; = R'R? @ R? = 1® 1, hence a @ (R) € (A @ AP)F®A gatisfies (4),
and it follows from Theorem 2.4 that o 42)(R) determines a braiding on 4 M 4. It also
follows from Theorem 2.4 that (3) and (11) are satisfied.

(4) = (2). Given R € A® (A ® A)4 satisfying R'R> ® R? = 1 ® 1, we define ¢ using

(12). It follows immediately that (eas o Car)(m) = e(R' ® R?mR3) = R'R’>mR3 = m.
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We have seen in the proof of 4) = 6) that (3) and (11) are satisfied. For a; € A and
m; € M4, we then compute

(roen)>a@m) =Y R'@ RamRBYY ;R @ R2mR?

= Z aiR'® R2R3mi(£) Z a; @ my.

This shows that € is a natural transformation with inverse ¢, and G is fully faithful.

(2) = (5). We have already seen that 2) implies 4), and this shows that R exists. If G
is fully faithful, then e, is invertible, for all M € 4M 4. If R € A® (A ® A)4 satisfies
R'R?@ R?*=1®1, then eaga(R) = 1® 1, hence R = 52(%9;1(1 ®1).

(6) = (4). From (5), it follows that there exists R € (A®A(?))k¥®4 such that R'R?QR> =
1®1, see Theorem 2.4. « 42 is bijective, see Lemma 2.5, hence 04;“12) (R) € A (A® A)4
satisfies (3). The uniqueness of R follows from (4).

(4) = (1). Assume that A is central. From (4), it follows that e4ga : A® (A® A)A —
A ® A is surjective, and then it follows from [1, Theorem 3.1] that A is separable over
Z(A) = k. Thus A is central separable, and therefore Azumaya.

(6) = (1). If k is a field, then A is free, so (6) implies (5), and, a fortiori, (2). Then
ea: A® AY — A is an isomorphism of A-bimodules, and therefore also of vector spaces.
A count of dimensions shows that dimy(Z(A)) = dimy(A4) = 1, so that Z(A) = kly4,
and A is central, and then (1) follows from (2). O

For any k-algebra A, the functor F : My — s M4 is strong monoidal. Indeed, for any
N, N" € My, we have natural isomorphisms ¢ : F(k) = A® k — A and

onN i F(N)@A F(N')=(A@N)®4 (AQN') - FIN®N')=A@N®N’
satisfying all the necessary axioms, see [9].

Proposition 2.7. If G = (=) : AMa — My is separable, then the symmetry on
AM 4 is such that F preserves the symmetry.

Proof. We have to show that the following diagram commutes

© ’
(A®N) @4 (A N') —= A®N® N
CAQN,AQN’ \L lA@)TN’N/
OnN!
(A@N') @4 (A® N) —= AN @N

Here Ty n/ : N ® N’ — N’ ® N is the usual switch map. For a,b € A, n € N and
n’ € N, we compute

(on v 0 cagnaen) (@@ n) ®a (b @ 1) Loy v (RBR2 @ 1) ®4 aR® @ n)
— RWRaR®®n' @ n2R'R2ZabR® o n' @ n

= ab@n'@n=aemyn(nen)

(A TN ) opnn)((a®@n) @4 (b@n)).

—~
N
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0

If A is an Azumaya algebra, then it follows from Theorem 2.6 that we have a symmetry
on the category of A-bimodules 4 M 4. In Examples 2.8 and 2.9, we give explicit formulas
for R in the case where A is a matrix ring or a quaternion algebra; in both cases A is
free, so that the R-matrix is unique.

Example 2.8. Let A = M, (k) be a matrix algebra. Then

n
R = Z €ij & ek & ejk,
ij,k=1
where e;; is the elementary matrix with 1 in the (7, j)-position and 0 elsewhere. Indeed,
For all indices ¢, 7, p, g, we have

n n

epg( Y ehi ® ejp) = epi @ ejg = (D eri © ej1)epg,
k=1 k=1

hence Yi e @ejp € (A®A) and R =37 e © (34— eri @ ejp) € A® (A® A)A.
Finally
n
Z €ijeki & €jp = Z e ®ej; =1 1.
irj k=1 ij=1m

Example 2.9. Let K be a commutative ring, such that 2 is invertible in K, and take
two invertible elements a,b € K. The generalized quaternion algebra A = “K? is the
free K-module with basis {1,1, 7, k} and multiplication defined by

i’ =a, j2 =, ij =—ji=k.

It is well-known that A is an Azumaya algebra. The corresponding R-matrix is

1 1 o L
R=-(10lel)+ -(10i®i+i®lei+i®ie]l)

4a
1 1
+ peiej+ielej+jejel)- —(1ekek+kolek+kokol)
1 1 .
+ @Ikt jekRi+keio)) - (jRiektkojoitioke )

It is easy to show that R satisfies (4) and (9). Indeed,

1 1
RREeR=-(191)+ —(i®i+i®it+a® 1)

4 4a
1 1
10 N B .
+ pUei+iej+bel)- —(kek+kok-—ael)
1 1
+ 4ab(k®k: bi @i ay®])+—4ab(k®k bi®i—aj®j) ®1,

proving the first normalization from (9); the second one follows in a similar manner. An
elementary computation shows that R' @ tR?>® R3 = R'® R?> ® Rz, for x = i, j, k, and
this proves (4).
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Example 2.10. If A is an Azumaya algebra, then there exists an R such that (A¢, R)
is quasitriangular. The converse is not true, it suffices to consider Q as a Z-algebra.
Since Z C Q is an epimorphism of rings, it follows from Proposition 2.3 that (Q ®z Q =
Q,1® 1 ®1) is quasitriangular; it is obvious that Q is not a Z-Azumaya algebra.

Example 2.11. Let A and B be k-algebras, and assume that (A¢, R) and (B¢, S) are
quasitriangular. It is straightforward to show that ((A ® B)¢,T), with T = R' ® S' ®
RP®S?® R’® 5% € (A® B)®), is quasitriangular.

We end this paper with a new class of solutions of the quantum Yang-Baxter equation,
coming from R-matrices on algebras.

Theorem 2.12. Let (A, R) be quasitriangular V € 4 M 4. Then the map
Q: VeV -VeV, Q(v@w)=R'wR*® R3v
is a solution of the quantum Yang-Bazter equation Q2 Q13 023 = Q23 Q13 Q12 ip End(V(3)).

Proof. For all v, w, t € V we have:
Q2OBOBLowet) = 0208w e Rt R @ R3w)
= QP RPwr? @R tR?@r30v)=S'RUR?S?*® ST RPwr?@rdv
@ thR25152®S3r1R3w7“2®T3U@R1tR2®r1R3wr2®r3v
@ R'UtRP@rtwr?® R v,
QBB wewet) = BB R WR*Q R vet)
= 2rtreoRver RroR?) =rtr?e ST RIwR?S? 0 S RPw
rltrz®51R1wRQS2®r353R3v@r1t7‘2®R1wR25152®r353R3v
rltr2®R1wR2®T3R3v,
where R =r = S. It follows that Q12 Q1302 = 023 Q13 Q12 O
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